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CURRENT TOPICS. 

WE print elsewhere an order for the transfer of 116 actions 
from the lists of Mr. Justice Currry, Mr. Justice Norrs, Mr. 
Justice Srrrtinc, and Mr. Justice Kexewicn to Mr. Justice 
Romer for the purpose only of hearing or trial. 





WE print elsewhere a draft rule under the ers, 8 Act, 
1883, which has been oP aa spre pursuant to the Rules Publica- 
tion Act, 1893. Its effect is to include in the special costs of the 
petitioning debtor’s solicitor allowed under No. III. in Part II. 
of the Appendix to the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, an allowance 
for attendance on presentation of the petition either by the 
solicitor or by an agent in cases where the solicitor resides at a 
distance. The allowance is to be such sum as the taxing officer 
thinks reasonable, not exceeding in summary cases 12s., and 
in other cases £1. 





WE aive elsewhere the usual annual table of attendances of 
members of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society. This 
has not been a very eventful legal year, and naturally the 
attendances at committees have somewhat diminished. Mr. 
PrnnincTon has 165 attendances, as against 200 last year; Mr. 
GoppEn has, however, exactly the same number as last year— 
viz., 123; and Mr. Laxe has 120, as against 127 last year. It is 
a pity that the profession should hear so little of the results of 
these attendances. There never was a time when the secretive 
traditions of the council had greater sway than at present. 





Ir witt be remembered that at the recent annual Council of 
Judges two committees were appointed—one to consider the 
existing circuit arrangements, and what changes (if ) 
are desirable therein, and especially as to the demand recently 
made for continuous sittings in Lancashire; and the second to 
consider the advisability of shortening the time now allowed to 
pe between the issue of a writ and the close of the pleadings 
and trial of au action, and whether the procedure now adopted 
in commercial cases might be extended or assimilated to other 





Williams, C. Reynolds ten” 





cases; also whether the present system of taxation requires 
alteration, and other matters. The reports of these peta, eng 
36 
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were presented to a meeting of the judges held this week, and, 
although the proceedings were of course private, it is understood 
that the consideration of several of the matters was adjourned 
to a further meeting. 





Tue Lorp Cnance.tor has introduced a Bill in the House of 
Lords ‘‘ to prevent abuse of the process of the High Court or 
other courts by the institution of vexatious legal proceedings,” 
whereby it is proposed to provide that ‘‘it shall be lawful for 
the Attorney-General to apply to the High Court for an order 
under this Act, and if he satisfies the High Court that any 
person has habitually and persistently instituted vexatious legal 
proceedings without any reasonable ground for instituting such 
proceedings, whether in the High Court or in any inferior 
court, and whether against the same person or against different 
persons, the court may, after hearing such person or giving him 
an opportunity of being heard, order that no legal proceedings 
shall be instituted by that person in the High Court or any 
other court, unless he obtains the leave of the High Court or 
some judge thereof, and satisfies the court or judge that such 
legal proceeding is not an abuse of the process of the court, and 
that there is primd facie ground for such proceeding.” This 
is rather a strong provision. The courts, under their inherent 
jurisdiction to prevent abuse of their procedure, have made 
orders prohibiting a litigant from making any further applica- 
tions in particular actions without leave of the court (see the 
form in Seton, 5th ed. p. 344); but we question the ex- 
capeys| of depriving any subject, however troublesome he may 

e, of his legal right to take any proceedings whatsoever. Sup- 
yo one of these “habitual and persistent institutors of vexatious 
egal proceedings ” happens to require to apply for an immediate 
injunction to prevent injury to his property, what will be his 

ition if he has in the first instance to obtain the leave of a 
judge to the institution of proceedings? It would, we think, be 
a great deal better to let the matter alone. 





THE THIRD READING of the German Civil Code by the Reichstag 
on Wednesday marks the close of a somewhat lengthened period 
of incubation. Twenty-three years ago a Bill was passed 
authorizing the appointment of a Special Commission of Jurists 
to draft the code. The Commission was duly appointed, and, 
strictly in accordance with Lord Bowen’s view of the character- 
istics of the “ jurist,” produced a code which was utterly im- 
practicable. Thereupon another Commission, chiefly composed 
of lawyers in practice and judges, was appointed to revise the 
work of the theorists, and, after five years’ labour, produced the 
measure which has now received the assent of the Legislature. 
The general result of the new Code, which is to come into 
operation in 1900, is stated to be to modify very considerably 
the rules of the Roman law, which have hitherto been in force in 
a large part of the German Empire. There is the usual chorus of 
trumpets celebrating the benefits of the substitution of a uniform 
set of rules in place of the varying rules—based on the Roman 
law, the French Code Civil, and the various ‘‘ common laws” and 

rovincial laws—hitherto prevailing in the various States compos- 
ing the Empire. As regards a considerable class of subjects there 
is no doubt advantage in uniformity, but with regard to the law of 
real property it seems to us of doubtful expediency to substitute 
new rules for local laws under which landowners have lived for 
— We suppose that some day, when our Lord 
cellors have worked off what the Gloucestershire and Wilt- 
shire Law Society aptly term their ‘‘ stock-in-trade” of so-called 
‘‘amendments” of the law, we shall have a proposal for a 
uniform code of real property law extending to Scotland as well 
as England. Supposing that such a code were passed, is it at 
all likely that the Scotch landowner would be more contented 
or more prosperous than he is under his present system ? 





Tue Serzecr Commirresz of the House of Lords on the Com- 
— Bill has held two sittings, and has taken evidence from Mr. 
uDD, from Mr. H. Roxzsy Price, the chairman of the London 
Stock Exchange, and from Mr. H. Cosmo Bonsor, M.P. The 
points which seem to have been chiefly discussed are the publi- 








cation of balance-sheets and the liability which the Bill imposes 
on directors to compensate the company for any loss arising from 
their failure to use reasonable care and prudence in the exercigg 
of their powers. Mr. Buvp took the view that the balance. 
sheet isa matter between the shareholders and the directors, 
If the shareholders are satisfied with the form in which the 
directors present the balance-sheet, no one else is immediately 
concerned. Intending creditors can ask for any information 
they want, and if it is not forthcoming they have the easy 
remedy of declining to deal with the company. In any cage 
such a balance-sheet as they would see at Somerset House would 
be likely to give them very little information on which they 
could safely act, Moreover, Mr. Bupp would draw a distine- 
tion between public and private companies — apparently 
making it a test whether or no they obtained money from 
the public—and would exempt the private companies from 
any requirement es to publication of balance-sheets, Mr, 
Prick, on the other hand, was in favour of publication, 
though he would leave the question of what should be pub- 
lished entirely in the hands of the directors and shareholders, 
But he desired to preserve as much latitude as possible for 
directors, and so objected to the imposition upon them of a new 
statutory liability. But surely a director, like all other menin 
a responsible position, should be bound to the exercise of 
reasonable care and diligence, and directors who cannot under- 
take this responsibility are not fit for their work. It may be 
desirable to secure on directorates men of good character and 
position, but these qualifications are of little use if the possessors 
of them are not prepared to attend to their duties. Mr. Bonsoz 
made the practical suggestion that directors of companies 
generally should be bound by the rule which prevails in the 
Bank of England, and should be debarred from dealing in any 
manner in the shares or stocks of the company. 





On Monpay last a Divisional Court made an order, on the 
demand of the Attorney-General, that the case of Reg. v. 
Jameson and Others should be tried at bar. A trial at bar isa 
trial before the court itself, and not at nisi prius; it may now 
be described as a trial before a Divisional Court of the High 
Court of a matter which has either originated in or been moved 
by certiorari into the High Court. The Judicature Act, 1873, 
does not specifically mention trials at bar, but seetion 40 pro- 
vides that ‘‘such causes and matters as are not proper to be 
heard by a single judge shall be heard by Divisional Courts.” 
A trial at bar is a very ancient mode of trial. At one time all 
causes, whether at the suit of the Crown or a private person, 
were tried at bar; that is, before the body of the judges of the 
court having cognizance of the cause. The effect, however, of 
the Statute of Westminster the Second, c. 30, was to substitute 
for this mode of trial a trial at nisi prius before a single judge. 
This statute, however, provided that causes involving matters of 
very great importance might still be tried at bar. The Crown, 
not being mentioned, is not bound by this statute. Therefore, 
although the court has discretion to grant a trial at bar to an 
individual, he must shew to the satisfaction of the court that the 
matter in issue is one of exceeding importance; but when the 
Orown is directly interested the Crown may demand a trial at 
bar as of right. Thus, in the old case of Rex v. Hales (1729, 2 
Str. 816), an information having been filed against Haxzs in the 
Court of King’s Bench, the Attorney-General moved for a trial 
at bar. But as it appeared that the proceedings were not being 
carried on at the expense of the Crown, but of a private prose 
cutor, the court refused to make the desired order on the mere 
demand of the Attorney-General. Ona later day, however, 
the Attorney-General again moved for a trial at bar on al 
authority from the King to prosecute at.the King’s expense, 
“and it was granted as of right to the King in his own cause.” 
A criminal case conducted at the expense of the Crown is 
obyiously a case in which the Crown is interested. It was held 
in Dizon v. Farrer (835 W.R. 95, 17 Q. B. D. 658, 18 Q. B. D. 
43) that the Crown is interested in an action brought against @ 
Minister or servant of the Crown for something done in his 
official capacity, and that the Crown may demand as of right 
that such action be tried at bar. The judgments in this case, 


especially that of Wits, J., contain learned examinations 
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of the cases in which the Crown may demand a trial at bar. 
It is stated in most_of the old books that an order for a trial at 
bar will not be granted until after issue has been joined, and in 
the case of Zhe Borough of Christ Church (1726, 2 Str. 696), 
where a motion was made which was consented to by both sides, 
the court, on learning that issue had not been joined, refused to 

nt a trial at bar, saying ‘‘it was below the dignity of the 
court to do it till they knew whether the issue joined would be a 
matter of difficulty or not.” When the Attorney-General 
demands a trial at bar as of right, it is usual for the demand 
not to be made till the defendant has pleaded. The Crown, 
however, is under no obligation to wait till this stage in the 
proceedings has been reached, and Lrg. v. Jameson and Others is 
now a precedent for the making of the order before issue joined 
on the demand of the Crown. Trials at bar are now very rare 
indeed. Two such trials within recent years will, however, 
probably suggest themselves—the great Tichborne case, Reg. v. 
Castro, tried in 1873 and 1874 before Cocksurn, C.J., and 
Mezttor and Lusn, JJ., and the case of Zhe Attorney-General v. 
Bradlaugh, tried in 1884 before Lord Cotzerinar, C.J., Grove, J., 
and Huppteston, B. The jury in such trials is always a 
special jury, and may be summoned from any county to attend 
at the Royal Courts of Justice. If any point of law arises in 
the course of the trial, each judge delivers his opinion in turn. 
The senior judge sums up to the jury. In other respects the 
proceedings are just as usual. If a private person moves 
for a trial at bar, the motion must be for an order nisi; 
but the order is granted absolutely in the first instance when 
demanded as of right by the Attorney-General (Crown Office 
Rules, 160-165). 





Ir srEMS strange that any doubt should have been felt as to 
the extent and meaning of the clause in the common order for 
the taxation of a solicitor’s bill of costs which directs that the 
solicitor “‘do give credit for all sums of money by him received 
for or on account of the client.” Yet, from a case decided 
by the Court of Appeal on Friday in last week, it appears 
that even taxing masters of experience differed as to the 
operation of the clause. The Court has now laid down a 
clear and definite rule. In this particular case the client was 
a member of the Bar. The solicitors had transacted busi- 
ness for him, and they had also employed him as counsel in 
some Parliamentary business in relation to some railway Bills. 
He obtained the common order for the taxation of their costs, 
and in the proceedings before the taxing master under this 
order, he insisted that in their cash account the solicitors ought 
to give credit for moneys which he alleged they had received 
from their clients for the purpose of paying his fees. The 
solicitors denied that they had received any such moneys. The 
taxing master directed that the solicitors should file an affidavit 
relating to this claim of the client, and that they should produce 
to him or his solicitor all correspondence and accounts relating 
to the railway Bills or the promotion thereof. The taxing master 
had not yet made any certificate. The solicitors moved before Mr. 
Justice Kzxewicn to discharge this order. The learned judge 
thought that the motion was irregular, and made no order upon 
it; but he expressed an opinion that “in the taxation the 
taxing master ought not to include any item alleged to have 
been received by the solicitors on behalf of | the client | as counsel’s 
fees.” On an appeal by the client, the Court of Appeal 
(Livptey, Lorzs, and Ricsy, L.JJ.) agreed with Mr. Justice 
Kexewicn as to the irregularity of the proceedings, and said 
that he ought not to have entertained the motion at all, and 
they discharged the order, without costs. They also concurred 
in the view of the learned judge that moneys received by the 
solicitors for counsel’s fees ought not to be included in the 
account. Linprey, L.J., said that the court had consulted the 
taxing masters, and had found that they were not agreed as to 
the extent of the account which the clause in question required 
the solicitors to render, some of the masters thinking that it had 
& much wider operation than others did. The court, however, 
laid down the rule thus: ‘The clause in question must be 
read as including, and as confined to, all moneys which the 
solicitor, in his character of solicitor or agent of the client, has 
received for, or is legally or equitably liable to pay over to, the 
client, and against which (if sued for by the client) the 


solicitor could set off his costs when taxed.” Thus, as Linpiey, 
L.J., said, set-off was the test. If the solicitors could defend 
an action by the client by means of set-off, the sum sued for 
must be included in the account; otherwise, it must not. It 
followed therefore that moneys received by the solicitors in 
respect of counsel’s fees for the client ought not to be 
included in the account. Liypizy, LJ., thought it of the 
utmost importance that the court should not do anything to 
enable counsel to recover their fees. They had the remedy 
in their own hands. They need not undertake work without 
being first paid their fees. The precise point decided seems not 
to have arisen before, but the court thought that it was 
governed in principle by Russel v. Buchanan (9 Sim. 167) and 
Cooper v. Ewart (2 Ph. 362). In Russel v. Buchanan SHaDweEt1, 
V.C., after consulting the taxing masters, held that, under the 
common order to tax a solicitor’s bill, the master was bound to 
take an account of the receipts and payments of the solicitor as 
agent for the client. And in Cooper v. Ewart Lord Correnuay, O., 
said: ‘‘I find it nowhere laid down that moneys of the client, 
coming to the hands of the solicitor in his character of solicitor, 
are not to be matter of inquiry before the client is called upon 
to pay the amount of his bill”; and again, ‘‘ Observing that the 
master is required by the present order to ascertain whether the 
bills have been overpaid, I cannot understand how he is to 
do that without inquiring what sums of money the solicitors 
had received on behalf of their clients applicable to such 
payment.” 





Unner section 28 of 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, interest can be given 
upon a debt provided the amount is certain, and provided 
further that it is payable by virtue of some written instrument 
at a certain time. There have been several decisions upon the 
effect of this requirement that the debt shall be payable at a 
certain time. It is clear that the precise day of payment need 
not be fixed. The maxim éd certum est quod certum reddi potest 
applies, and it is sufficient that data are given from which the 
time for payment can be ascertained. There is authority, how- 
ever, for the view that the calculation must be such that it can 
be made at the time when the obligation is incurred. In 
Merchant Shipping Co. v. Armitage (22 W. R. 11, L. R. 9 Q. B. 
99) freight payable under a charter-party was fixed at a sum of 
£5,000, to be paid, after discharge and delivery of the cargo, in 
cash two months after the date of the ship’s report inward at 
the Custom House. It was held that the £5,000 was not pay- 
able at a time certain so as to carry interest. No reasons were 
given for this decision, and in Duncombe v. Brighton Club Co, (28 
W. R. 795, L. R. 10 Q. B. 371) it was held, on the contrary, 
that it was sufficient if the time was fixed with reference to some 
future event which, though uncertain at the date of the contract, 
would become certain if the contract were carried out. But it 
would seem from London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Co. v. 
South-Eastern Railway Co. (40 W. R. 194; 1892, 1 Ch. 
120) that the former case is the more correct, and it must 
be taken that in general, at any rate, the time of payment 
must be capable of being calculated at the date of the contract. 
At the same time it is to be observed that in the two conflictin 
cases just referred to the future event with reference to whic 
the time of payment was to be ascertained was one which might 
or might not happen, and though the ground of distinction can 
hardly be regarded as satisfactory, the result seems to be 
different when the time of payment is fixed with reference to a 
future event which certainly must happen, though the date when 
it will happen is uncertain. In Anapp v. Burnaby (9 W. R. 765) 
a testatrix had covenanted that a sum of money should be paid 
to trustees within one month after her death, on the trusts of a 
settlement ; and Woop, V.C., held that under the statute the 
amount was payable, with interest, from the end of the month. 
That case was earlier than the cases mentioned above, and does 
not seem to have been referred to in them; but Onrrry, J., has 
now followed it in Re Horner (44 W. R. 556), distinguishing it 
from Merchant Shipping Co. v. Armitage on the ground just stated. 
Death, he says, is not a contingent event—it is a certainty; and 
so many days after death is a time certain for the purposes of 
the statute. Consequently he allowed interest upon a sum of 


£2,000 payable under a covenant within six months after the 





death of the covenantor. 
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Ir 1s well settled that a company may mortgage its uncalled 
capital, provided proper power to do so is conferred upon it by 
its memorandum or articles of association. The opinion to the 
contrary expressed in Stanley’s case (12 W. R. 894, 4 D.J.& 8. 
407) was objected to by Jesset, M.R., in Re Phenix Bessemer 
Steel Co. (Limited) (32 L. T. 854), and the validity of such a 
mortgage is now fully established by Re Pyle Works (38 W. R. 
674) and Newton v. Anglo-Australian Investment Co. (43 W. RB. 
401; 1895, A. ©. 244), But it is necessary that the power 
relied on should go further than a mere power to mortgage the 
property and effects of the company. In Stanley’s case the 
power was to borrow on the security of the ‘‘ funds or property” 
of the company, and although, as just noticed, the court was 
averse to mortgages of uncalled capital altogether, the case has 
been treated as an authority that these particular words do not 
confer any such power. In Re Sankey Brook Coal Co. (L. R. 10 
Eq. 381) the power was to mortgage the “‘ property and effects” 
of the company, and James, V.C., following Stan/ey’s case, held 
that uncalled capital was not included. In Bank of South 


Australia vy. Abrahams (23 W. R. 668, L. R. 6 P. C. 265) the’ 


wer extended only to property, and here again it was held to 
5 insufficient. The right of the company, it was said, is more 
in the nature of power than property ; and although that which 
@ man has power to make his own may be charged, as well as 
that which is actually his, it requires apt and proper words or a 
sufficient context to have this effect. In the recent case of 
Jackson v. The Rainford Coal Co. (Limited) (44 W. R. 554) there 
was again a power to borrow upon mortgage of the property 
and effects of the company, and so far it is clear upon the above 
authorities that the company could not have created an effectual 
mortgage on its uncalled capital; but the power went on to 
authorize the borrowing of money “in such other manner as the 
company may determine.” If these words were to have any 
effect given to them, it seems that they authorized the borrowing 
of money upon eny security of any description, and then they 
were equivalent to the words in Newton v. Anglo-Australian 
Investment Co. (supra), where it was held that there was a power 
to mortgage uncalled capital. COxnirry, J., accordingly arrived 
at a similar conclusion in the present case. 





In Jackson v. The Rainford Coal Co. (Limited) (44 W. R. 554) 
Currry, J., further held that where the memorandum of asso- 
ciation is sileat as to borrowing, and a power to borrow which 
does not extend to uncalled capital is contained in the articles of 
association, the company may subsequently alter the articles so 
as to cure the defect. Of course where the memorandum 
clearly defines the power of borrowing this is conclusive, and 
no change can be effected by any alteration in the articles. And 
where there is a power to borrow in the memorandum, and the 
power is further defined in the original articles, the former 
power may be construed in connection with the latter. The 
memorandum and the articles are contemporaneous documents, 
and that construction is to be adopted which will make them 
consistent. Upon this principle Jxssexr, M.R., decided Le 
Phaniz Bessemer Steel Co, (Limited) (32 L. T. 854), where there 
was a general power of mortgaging conferred by the memo- 
randum, and the articles contained an express power to mort- 
gage future calls. But, of course, it is only the original articles 
which can be used in this way in explanation of the memoran- 
dum. Where, however, the memorandum does not deal with 
the Ft of borrowing at all the matter is left to be regulated 
by the articles alone, and in this case it does not seem to be 
material whether the power to mortgage uncalled capital is 
contained in the original articles or is acquired subsequently by 
ac ein the articles. By section 50 of the Companies Act, 
1862, the company may, by a special resolution, alter any of the 

ions contained in the articles of association, and where 

the borrowing power is contained only in the articles this 

pone provision enables the articles to be altered and the 
wing power restricted or extended. 





The London County Council have agreed to the application of Sir Peter 
Eélfn, chairman of the London Court of Quarter Seseions, to be allowed to 
sesign his office on « peusiou of £1,200 a year. 








RENUNCIATION OF RIGHTS UNDER PROMISSORY 
NOTE. 


Unver the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, it is possible for the 
holaer of a bill of exchange or promissory note to release hig 
rights under it without the formality of a release under seal, 
which is necessary in the case of ordinary debts. Previously to 
the Act, indeed, it was possible for the release to be effected by 
parol, Bills of exchange were subject to the law merchact, and 
the law merchant did not recognize the common law distinction 
between a release under seal and a release not under seal; and 
as it did not require the greater formality of a deed, so it did 
not insist on the lesser formality of an instrument in writing, 
There may, said Parxeg, B., in Foster v. Dawber (6 Ex., p. 852), 
by the law merchant be a release and a discharge from a debt 
by express words, although unaccompanied by satisfaction or by 
any solemn instrument. And in the same case it was held that 
by virtue of the statute 3 & 4 Anne, c. 9, promissory notes stood 
in this respect on the same footing as bills of exchange. But 
the Bills of Exchange Act has abolished the possibility of a 
release by parol, unless the bill of exchange or promissory note 
is delivered up to the acceptor or maker. ‘‘ When the holder of 
a bill,” so runs section 62 (1), ‘‘at or after its maturity abso- 
lutely and unconditionally renounces his rights against the 
acceptor, the bill is discharged.” But the section goes on to 
enact that ‘“‘the renunciation must be in writing, unless the bill 
is delivered up to the acceptor.” By section 89 the provisions 
of the Act relating to bills of exchange are applied, with the 
necessary modifications, to promissory notes, and the maker of a 
note is deemed to correspond with the acceptor of a bill. 

The strictness of these modern requirements is strikingly illus- 
trated by the recent decision of the Court of Appeal in Adwards 
v. Walters (44 W. R. 547). In August, 1865, Epwanrps lent 
£200 to his brother-in-law Watrers; and for this sum Watrers 
gave his promissory note payable on demand, with interest at 
4 per cent. perannum. The note was made payable simply to 
Epwarps, without the words ‘or order.” Wacase died in 
1866, leaving the debt of £200 unpaid, and having devised real 
estate to his son and daughter, Tuomas Watrers and Mrs. 
Evans. By his will he charged his real estate with payment of 
his debts. His executors wound up his estate and paid his 
debts, except the £200 secured by the promissory note. Of the 
existence of this debt they were ignorant. The devisees, Tuomas 
Watters and Mrs. Evans, however, were aware of the debt, 
and seem to have been prepared to assume liability for it, as 
they voluntarily made payments by way of interest, the first of 
these payments being made in 1878 and the lastin 1889. There 
was evidence that in 1891, when Mrs. Evans was on a visit to 
her uncle, Epwarps, he delivered up the promissory note to her, 
saying that he gave it her. Epwarps died in October, 1894, 
and in 1895 his administratrix brought the action against 
Watrers’ executors and against Tuomas Watrers and Mr. 
Evans, as the devisees of the real estate, for the purpose of 
obtaining payment of the debt of £200 out of the real estate. 

But for the express provision of section 62 of the Bills of 
Exchange Act, 1882, referred to above, it seems probable that 
the delivery of the note by Epwarps to Mrs. Evans would have 
operated as a renunciation by Epwaxps of his rights under the 
note, and would have operated at the same time as a <a 
of the debt secured by the note so as to have exonerated the 
real estate. The note, it may be observed, being not made 
payable ‘to order,” but to the payee simply, would not before 
the Act of 1882 have been negotiable (Hil/ v. Lewis, 1 Salk., p. 
133 ; Plimley v. Westley, 2 Bing. N. O., p. 251). By the Act 
this rule was changed, and a bill is to be deemed payable to 
order whenever it is expressed to be payable to a particular 

erson, and does not contain words prohibiting transfer oF 
indicating an intention that it should not be transferable (section 
8 (4) ). Hence, supposing the point to be material, the note in 
question was a negotiable instrument, and subject to the rules 
as to negotiable instruments. In fact, however, section 62, 
upon which the case depended, appears to apply to all bills (and 
promissory notes) whether negotiable or not. That section, a8 
we have seen, enables the holder of a note at or after its 
maturity to renounce his rights under it, but the renunciation 
must be in writiog unlees the note is delivered up to tho maker 
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Here it was not suggested that there had been any renunciation 
jn writing. Hence the questions were whether the note had at 
the time when it was delivered up arrived at maturity, and 
whether the delivery to one of the devisees of the real estate 
could be regarded as a delivery to the maker within the mean- 
ing of the statute. 
ith regard to the first question, it is settled that a note 
yable on demand is payable immediately, and can be sued on 
at once without any demand being made. ‘It is quite clear,” 
said Parke, B., in Norton v. Ellam (2 M. & W., p. 464), “‘ that 
a promissory note payable on demand is a present debt, and is 
yable without any demand, and the statute begins to run 

m the date of it.” Consequently it was held by Currry, J., 
in Re George (38 W. R. 617, 44 Ch. D. 627) that a promissory 
note payable on demand is forthwith at maturity for the pur- 
pose of section 62, and that the rights of .the holder can only be 
renounced in the manner indicated in the section. 

The iast-mentioned case also shewed that the section is not 
satisfied by the mere record of an intention or desire on the part 
of the holder to renounce his rights. A testator had lent to his 
niece £2,000, and had taken from her a promissory note for 
that sum with interest, payable on demand. By his will he 
gave her a legacy of £6,000, and directed that the debt of 
£2,000, if unpaid at the time of his death, should be de- 
ducted from the legacy. On his death-bed he was anxious 
that the note should be brought to him to be destroyed, 
with the intention of forgiving the debt; but it could not 
be found. Thereupon he directed the nurse to see that the 
note was destroyed, and told her to write down the direction. 
She made a memorandum in writing accordingly and signed it, 
and reliance was afterwards placed on this writing as a renuncia- 
tion of the rights of the testator under the note within section 
62. The section does not require the renunciation to be signed 
by the holder, and, although it is probable that there must be 
some signature, it may be that the signature of an agent would 
be sufficient. Upon this point Currry, J., in deciding the case, 
gave no opinion; but he held that the mere record of the 
testator’s wish was not such an absolute and unconditional 
renunciation of his rights as to bring the case within section 62. 

In Hidwards v. Walters the strictness of the section was ex- 
hibited in a different way. The section contemplates that the 
tights of the holder may be renounced not only by an absolute 
renunciation in writing, but by delivery up of the note, provided 
it is deliveréd to the right person. In principle it might be 
supposed that this requirement would be satisfied by delivery to 
any person who is liable to satisfy the debt secured by the note. 
Thus it would be satisfied by delivery to the maker of the note, 
or, if he is dead, to his personal representatives. But the liability 
to pay the debt does not stop at the persoual representatives. It 
fastens also upon the real estate, and binds it in the hands of 
the devisees. The devisees therefore, although not liable 
directly on the note, are interested in the renunciation of the 
holder’s rights, and a delivery of the note to a devisee might be 
supposed to have the same effect as delivery to the maker. The 
Court of Appeal, however, have not given so extensive a 
construction to the section. The requirement of delivery of 
the bill to the ‘‘acceptor,” or of a note to the maker, may 
apparently be satisfied by delivery to the personal represent- 
atives. ‘‘The executors of every person,” said Linpey, L.J., ‘ 
quoting the dictum of Lord Macorxsrrenp, ©., in Hyde v. 
Skinner (2 P, Wms. 196), “are implied in himself.” But there 
is no such principle in respect of a man’s devisees, and since the 
statute does not name them they cannot get any benefit from 
adelivery up of the rote to themselves. oe the present case, 
therefore, the delivery of the note to Mrs. Evans did not operate 
48a renunciation of the rights of the holder or as a dischar, 
of the debt ; and the payment of interest by herself and her 
brother had caetaied them from getting the benefit of the 
Statute of Limitations (Re Hollingshead, 36 W. R. 660, 37 Ch. D, 
651). Consequently the debt was still in existence, and was 
payable out of the devised real estate. 


DISTRICT COUNCILS AND OBSTRUCTIONS TO 
HIGHWAYS. 


recently been decided—Reynolds v. The Urban District Council of 
Presteign (ante, p. 438; 1896, 1 Q. B. 604) and Louth District 
Council v. West (ante, p. 602). In the former case it was decided 
that an urban district council has power to abate an encroach- 
ment upon a highway vested in them without first obtaining a 
judicial decision as to the fact of the encroachment; in the 
latter case an urban district council was held to be entitled to 
recover from a landowner who had encroached upon a highway 
the costs incurred by the council in abating the encroachment. 

The abatement of encroachments and the removal of obstruc- 
tions has been dealt with in many reported cases, and has been 
the subject of various enactments of the Legislature. The 
rights of a private individual in this respect have long been 
settled ; if he is obstructed in the exercise of his right of passing 
along a highway, he may remove the obstruction in order to 
enable him to pass (Chichester v. Lethbridge, 1738, Willes 71) ; 
but if there is sufficient room for him to pass, he has no right to 
remove the nuisance or to do any damage to the Loge asd of the 
person who has improperly placed the nuisance on the highway 
(Dimes v. Petley, 1850, 15 Q. B. 276; Bateman v. Bluck, 1852, 18 
Q. B. 870). The powers of highway authorities are wider and 
depend for the most part upon statute. For instance, under 
sections 69, 72, and 73 of the Highway Act, 1835, and section 
51 of the Highway Act, 1864, power is given to the surveyor of 
a highway parish, and to the highway board where such a board 
has been formed, to prosecute summarily any person who causes 
an obstruction or nuisance by making buildings, hedges, or 
ditches, or by depositing stones, timber, soil, or other materials 
upon a highway or upon certain parts of it; and the same 
authorities may, and in some cases in which a conviction has 
been obtained are required to, remove the obstruction, the ex- 
penses of removing it being leviable by justices upon the 
offender. It cannot be said that these statutory powers are 
very rigidly defined; under some of the sections referred to it 
would appear to be doubtful whether the obtaining of a con- 
viction is or is not a condition precedent to removing the 
obstruction. In a case decided in 1853, upon section 69 of the 
Act of 1835, Lord Campsett, O.J., expressed the opinion that 
a surveyor removing an obstruction without heving obtained a 
conviction did so at his peril, but that a conviction, even though 
erroneous, was a good defence to an action of tres by the 
— who caused the obstruction (Aeane v. Reynolds,2 E. & 

. 748), 

Again, by section 69 of the Towns Improvement Clauses Act, 
1847 (which by virtue of the Public Health Act, 1875, is in 
force in urban districts), power is given to the urban authority 
to require the removal of projections in the front of buildings 
which obstruct the safe and convenient passage along a street ; 
failure to comply with such a requisition renders the offender 
liable to a penalty, and “in such case” the authority may 
remove the obstruction. Ina case arising upon this and the 
following section Jessex, M.R., considered the general question, 
Who has the right to abate an obstruction of a public highway ? 
It was not necessary for the purposes of that case to decide 
whether the existence of an encroachment must be established 
by judicial decision before the power to abate it arises, and the 
Master of the Rolls leaves that point open, deciding only that 
where the fact of an encroachment has been determined there 
follows the right of the public authority to remove it: Bagshawe 
v. Buxton Local Board of Health (1874, 1 Ch. D, 220). 

The Public Health Act, 1875, by section 144, conferred upon 
every urban authority all the powers of surveyors of highways 
within their district, and further by section 149 vested in the 


urban authority all streets being highways repairable by the 
inhabitants at ; this latter section is im t, as forming 
8° | part of the ground of the judgment in v. Presteign. 


The latest enactment upon the subject is that contained in 
sections 25 and 26 of the Local Government Act, 1894. Section 
25 transfers to the rural district council the powers, duties, and 
liabilities of every highway authority within their district ; but 
power is given to the county council (and has been acted upon in 
many counties) to postpone the operation of this provision 
within their county fora limited period. Section 26, which 
applies to urban and rural district councils, casts upon these 
ies important duties with to highways; they are (1) 





Two cases of importance as to the rights of district councils 
Teepecting tho remoyal of obstructions to highways have 
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to protect all public rights of way, (2) to prevent as far as 
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possible the obstruction of any such right of way if such ob- 
struction is prejudicial to the interests of their district, and (3) 
to prevent unlawful encroachments on any roadside waste. They 
may for the purposes of the section ‘‘take such steps as they 
deem expedient,” and they are bound to “‘take proper proceed- 
ings ” if a parish council brings to their notice a case of an un- 
lawful obstruction or encroachment, unless they are satisfied that 
the allegations of the parish council are incorrect. 

The effect of the provisions of section 26 upon the earlier law 
was considered in Reynolds vy. Presteign (ubi supra), and in par- 
ticular the question whether an urban district council, acting 
under it, were justified in removing an obstruction without first 
obtaining a decision that it was in fact an obstruction. The 
action was for damages and an injunction in respect of the re- 
moval of and injury to the plaintiff's hedges and railings which 
he had refused to remove notwithstanding the request of the 
defendant authority, who considered them to be an obstruction 
to the highway. The action was in the county court, and 
the jury found that the hedges and railings were encroachments, 
but the judge held that the district council had no authority 
to do the acts complained of without first obtaining a conviction 
against the plaintiff. The Lord Chief Justice and Wnricuxr, J., 
reversed this decision, and in doing so clearly stated their views 
upon the powers of an urban authority in respect of abating 
o ction. ‘‘ Where the question is one of doubt or diffi- 
culty,” Lord Russexx says, ‘‘I think a judicial decision should 
be obtained by the public authority. If they proceed to act, 
professing to prostrate the encroachment under the powers of 
the statute without having obtained such a decision, they run a 
considerable risk. The burden lies upon them of justifying 
their action ; and if they fail to justify by reason of their being 
unable to shew that there was an obstruction or encroachment 
they become liable to damages for trespass” ; and Wricur, J., 

that ‘‘as a general rule it is better that the local autho- 
rity should obtain a decision before removing an encroachment.” 
A point to be noted in regard to the decision in this case 
is that the court laid great stress on the fact that 
the highway in question was a street vested in the urban dis- 
trict council under section 149 of the Public Health Act, 1875, 
and in that respect they compared the case to that of a private 
individual removing obstructions on his own land. This reason 
would have no application in the case of a rural authority; the 
soil of a highway is not vested in surveyors of highways or in 
highway boards, and consequently has not passed to the rural 
district council as their successors. Therefore it appears that— 
although section 26 of the Act of 1894 applies equally to rural 
councils, and that even where, by reason of a postponement of 
the highway provisions of section 25, the rural council is not a 
highway authority at all—it is more dangerous for rural than 
for urban authorities to take the law into their own hands and 
remove an obstruction without first taking proceedings to estab- 
lish the fact of its existence. 

Louth District Council v. West (ubi supra) was also the case of 
an urban district council. It does not appear to be an authority 
upon the question which was mainly discussed in the Presteign 
case; for the right of the Council to abate the nuisance was not 
disputed by the defendant. The decision therefore, as at 
present reported, does not establish more than this—that where 
@ district council has abated an admitted obstruction in the 
proper performance of their duties under section 26, they are 
entitled to recover the costs incurred by them in so doing from 
the person who caused the obstruction. This decision would 
appear to apply to rural as well as to urban district councils. 


LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


FRIENDLY SocteTres.—Mr. HAnsury has introduced a Bill to con- 
solidate the law relating to friendly societies. At present these 
societies are governed by the Friendly Societies Act, 1875, and the 
amending Acts of 1887 and 1895. The Bill consolidates these Acts 
without amendment. For the sake of convenience the enactments 
relating to collecting societies and industrial assurance societies have 
been embodied in a separate Bill, under the title of the Collecting 
Societies Bill. Both Bills have been read a second time in the House 


of Commons, and referred to the Joint Committee on Statute Law 
Revision. 












' of Appeal, and has been absent 


REVIEWS. 


SELF PREPARATION FOR THE INTERMEDIATE 
EXAMINATION, 


THE INTERMEDIATE LAW EXAMINATION MADE Easy. A Compterg 
GuIDE TO SELF-PREPARATION IN THE TWELFTH EDITION oF Mp, 
SERJEANT STEPHENS’ NEW COMMENTARIES ON THE Laws op 
ENGLAND (ExctupING Booxs IV. & VI.), BEING THE suBsxoP 
SELECTED FOR THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS OF THE Lay 
Society. By AtBeRT GIBSON. TENTH EpITIoN. By the Avro, 
and ARTHUR WELDON, Solicitors. The Zaw Notes Publishing 
Offices. 


This is a valuable help to the articled clerk in his study of the four 
well-known volumes which furnish the staple for his Intermediate 
Examination. The authors map out his work during a six months’ 
course of reading, dividing the course into distinct weeks’ work, 
stating under each section of the different chapters, after remarks on 
the subject, the points to be noted; and giving at the end of each 
week’s work a test paper of questions to be worked out from memory, 
The aim of the book is, in fact, to incite the student to careful and 
systematic reading of the commentaries, and to enable him to appre- 
ciate the relative importance of the various subjects in each chapter, 
We do not think that these ends could be better attained than it has 
been by Messrs. Gibson and Weldon. 





INTERPRETATION OF STATUTES. 


On THE INTERPRETATION OF STATUTES. By the late Sir Perm 
BENSON MAXWELL, Chief Justice of the Straits Settlements and 
Legal Administrator in Egypt 1883-4. Tuirp Epirion. By 
A. B. Kemps, Esq., M.A., F.R.S., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 

The present edition of this standard book does not present any very 
important change on the last edition. It appears that the late Sir 
Benson Maxwell had annotated his copy of the last edition up to his 
death in January, 1893, and the editor has very naturally retained 
the arrangement and general contents of the treatise as settled by the 
author. He has, however, subjected the book to a very tho 
revision, and has incorporated a large number of recent cases. We 
are not quite satisfied with the mode in which the Interpretation Act, 
1889, has been dealt with, some of the provisions being only noticed 
in notes; but in other respects the edition has been very well 
edited. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Students’ Blackstone, being the Commentaries on the Laws of 
England of Sir William Blackstone, Kut., Abridged and Adapted to 
the Present State of the Law. Twelfth edition. By R. M. N. 
Kerr, M.A., Oxon, Barrister-at-Law. Reeves & Turner. 

A New Guide to the Ber, containing the most Recent Regulations 
and Examination Papers, and a Critical Essay on the Present 
Condition of the Bar of England. By M.A. and LL.B., Barrister- 
at-Law. Second edition. nt & Maxwell (Limited). 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


MAYOR OF EASTBOURNE v. BRADFORD. 
[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—In this case the Lord Chief Justice is reported to have said in 
his judgment that to hold that the expression “‘ private drain ” might 
be said to apply only to drains of the character set out in section 19 
of the Public Health Amendment Act, 1890, which were constructed 
after the ing of that Act, would be a very simple way of getting 
over the difficulty of the section. The only reason he gives for not 
adopting this simple way of avoiding the necessity vf holding, as it 
seems to me he practically does, that the Legislature when it 
‘private drain” meant ‘‘ public sewer,” is that the words of the 
section are not ‘‘ shall be” but ‘‘ are”; but the word “‘ are” is used 
in this very section to include a future sense, otherwise the section 
would not apply to drains constructed after the passing of the Act, 
which, with submission, is absurd; and it appears to me that in se 
tions 14, 27, 31, 36, and 41 itis used with an exclusively future sense. 
Why, then, should it not be read in the latter sense in section 19, thus 
giving a sufficient, and what the Lord Chief Justice calls a reasonable, 
interpretation to the Act ? GEORGE WAELIS BEAL. 

16, Furnival’s-inn, E.C., June 29. 








Lord Justice Kay became indisposed on Friday while sitting in the Court 
lor some days. 








nit Hj 


Bo 
ses 
fa Wi 


Fife 


ac 
ge et, 


Fffie 






TE 


JOMPLETE 
| OF Mr, 
LAWS OP 

SUBJEcT 
THE Lay 
AUTHOR 


ublishing 


the four 
rmediate 
monthy’ 
8’ work, 
narks on 
of each 
memory, 
‘eful and 
9 appre- 
chapter, 
0 it has 


Peer 
nts and 


weet & 


ny very 
late Bir 
D to his 
etained 
by the 


- 
e 


ef Act, 
0ticed 
y well 


vwe of 
ted to 
f. N, 


ations 
resent 

















THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 





[Vol. 40.) 619 








Juy 4, 1896. 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 


RUPTCY RULES, 1886 AND 1890, 


The following draft Rule is published pursuant to the Rules Pub- 
lication Act, 1893, Copies may be obtained at the Board of Trade :— 
GENERAL RULE made pursuant to section 127 of the Bankruptcy 


Act, 1883. 
Ousts of Solicitor to Petitioning Debtor. 


1.) There shall be added to No. III. (8 
Bdicitor’s Costs contained in Part II. of the Appen 
part of such scale :— 

‘Where the Solicitor to the Petitioning Debtor resides at a dis- 
tance there shall be allowed in addition to the items specified in No. 
1 of the scale for the attendance on presentation of the petition either 
by the Solicitor, or by an agent, such sum as the Taxing Officer 


thinks reasonable not exceeding— £8. d. 
In summary cases . . . ° ° 012 0 
In other cases. ° 10 0 


The allowance in summary cases shall not be subject to any reduc- 
tion under Rule 112 (2). 

(2:) This Rule shall come into operationon the day of , 
1896, and shall apply to all petitions presented. after the said day. 

(3.) This Rule may be cited with the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 to 
1890, as Rule 1120. 


TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Orper or Court. 
Tuesday, the 30th of June, 1896. 


Whereas, from the present state of the business before Mr. Justice 
Chitty, Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, Mr. Justice Kekewich and 
Mr, Justice Romer respectively, it is expedient that a portion of the causes 
assigned to Mr. Justice Chitty, Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, 
and Mr. Justice Kekewich should for the purpose only of hearing or of 
trial be transferred to Mr. Justice Romer; now I, the Right Honourable 
Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the several causes and matters set forth in 
the schedules hereto, be accordingly transferred from the said Mr. Jus- 
tice Chitty, Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, and Mr. Justice 
Kekewich to Mr. Justice Romer, for the purpose only of h or of 
trial, and be marked in the cause books accordingly. And this order is to 
bedrawn up by the registrar and set upin the several offices of the Chan- 
very Division of the High Court of Justice. 


FIRST SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Currry. 
1896. 


Incandescent Gas Light Co ld v Meteor Incandescent Lighting Cold 

1895 I 1,927 March 4 

In re Letters Patent, 1887, No 17,581, granted toO E Lewis and A E 

ogy and Patents, &c, Acts petition to go into Witness List 
18 

— - Pintsch’s International Lighting Co ld 1895 D 2,001 
8 


Waterhouse v Brownbill 1896 W 92 March 21 
In re Weiners 1d & Co's Acts, 1862 and 1867 motion to go into Witness 
List March 23 

Inte King Stringer vy King 1895 K 262 March 27 

Hayward v Heyward 1895 H 2,863 April 1 

Blackmore v Bagnot 1896 B 1,089 April 1 

Inre Robinson Robinson v Robinson 1895 R 1,078 April 8 

Hicks vy Robinson 1895. H 2,325 April 15 

Irons vy Snow 1895 I 1,008 April 15 

Vernon v Reynolds 1895 V 482 Aprill 
v Earl’s Court HotelsiId 1895 G 

Steers vHalliley 1896 S 698 April 28 

Robinson vy Robinson 1895 R 2,057 April 30 

Inte Lewis Reece v Todd 1896 L 226 Mayl 

Simpson v Hughes 1896 S 1,081 May 2 

Armstrong vy Hughes 1895 A 1,559 May 4 

a v Hatfield Chase Warping and Improvement Co 1896 B 236 


y 6 
Lewisy Jones 1896 L 587 May 13 
— Patent Book Sewing Machine Co, 1d v Nasch 1896 N 176 


y 15 
In re Dellwik’s Patent, No. 2,110, of 1890 petition to go into Witness 


. 


2,072 April 22 


List May 16 
Vv McIlroy 1895 R 2,019 May 19 
Green v Clear 1896 G 333 May 20 


Menzies vy Addleshaw 1896 M 97 May 22 
196 ie _— Government Banking and Trading Oo, ld 1895 R 
y 3 
Farry Hiscock 1896 F 216 May 26 
v Winstanley 1896 © 4 May 26 
United Trust, ld v Menzies 1896 U 36 May 26 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACTS, 1883 AND 1890, AND THE BANK- 


ial Costs) of the Scale of 
dix to the Bank- 
y Rules, 1886, the following item which shall be deemed to form 


Jones v Williams 1895 
Truman v Taylor 1896 T 270 —- 
Howe v Carlisle Model Building ty (No. 10) 1895 


Fairweather v Fairweather 1895 0 

In re Bullwinkle, Smith v Robb 1895 B 4,284 April 14 

Bouverie Press ld v Pitman 1895 B 3,961 April 16 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, and In re Weiners 1d April 17 
Bowler v Stafford 1895 B 
Defries v Sherwood & Sons 1895 D 1,993 A 
Scott v Hamling & Cold 1895 S 3,391 April 27 
Commissioners of Sewers for Levels of Havering v Fairhead 1895 H 


Barritt v Bryan, Donkin, & Co,ld 1896 B 1,105 May 28 

In re Cotton Buckettv Cotton 1895 C 3.483 Junel 

Hicks v National Telephone Co, 1d 1896 H 837 June 4 

Inman v Goss 1895 1,931 June 5 

Howells v Williams 1896 H 45 June 8 

W Clover, ld v Clover 1896 W 137 June 8 

Harris v County Council of Northamptonshire 1896 H 3,431 June 10 

The Canadian & American Mortgage & Trust Co ld v Menzies 1896 © 
264 June 12 

Lancelotte v Shepherd 1896 L 42 June 15 

Manchester Trust ld v Menzies 1896 M 350 June 27 


SECOND SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Norru. 
1896. 


Walker v Hebden 1895 W 2,181 March 31 

Pneumatic Tyre Cold v Birney 1895 P 2,547 April 1 

Same v Standard Tyre Cold 1896 P 243 Aprill 

Barnes v Meakin Meakin v Barnes 1893 B 5,894 April 1 

In re Bankes Dawes v Sladen 1895 B 3,293 April 1 

Samuel vGibbon 1895 8 3,073 April 15 

In re the Companies Act, 1862, In re the Anglo-Gold Fields of 

Australasia 1d motn entered in Witness List April 16 

Tatham v Bromwich 1896 T 259 April 20 

Wood v Raphael 1895 W 3,833 April 21 

Foster v Golden Link Mining Cold 1895 F 1,110 April 22 

Law Life Assurance Soc v Baron Bateman 1895 L 859 April 23 

Woods v The Waitekauri Extended 1d 1895 W 2,292 April 24 

Ind, Coope, & Co ld v Barwick 1896 I 240 April 25 

Brooks v Whalley 1895 B 1,989 April 25 

Lord Hastings v Ewen 1895 H 3,637 April 25 

In re the Marie Rose Gold Mining Co 1d & Oo’s Acts (ex pte C 

Newman) motn entered in Witness List April 29 

Vyner v North Eastern Ry Co 1893 V 879 April 29 

Sykes v Helliwell 1896 S 704 ag | 1 

In re the Marie Rose Gold Mining Co ld & Co’s Acts (ex pte W J Sloper) 

Motn entered in Witness List May 6 

In re the Same (ex pte A Voight) Motn entered in Witness List 
May 6 


y . 
In re the Same (ex pte W Skinner) Motn entered in Witness List 
6 


Ma 
In ao te Same (ex pte J Cocking) Motn entered in Witness List 
May 6 
In 20 this Same (ex pte J E Pace) Motn entered in Witness List May7 
Prust v the Marie Rose Gold Mining Cold 1896 P 474 May 14 
Stanley v the Same Co 1896 S 666 May 14 
In re the Marie Rose Gold Mining Co ld & Co’s Acts (ex pte C A Harzer) 
Motn entered in Witness List June 29 


THIRD SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Srreirime. 
1896. 


Ehrmann v Ehrmann 1894 E 762 Feb 28 
Scott v Kingscote 1895 S 1,578 March 2 

In re Preston, Preston v Bonney 1895 P 1,707 March 3 

Mills v Little 1895 M 3,360 March 7 

Ehrmannv Ehrmann 1895 E 1,108 March 9 

In re Grimston Dawson v Chatfield 1895 G 745 March 12 

Art Reproduction Cold v A Stocks & Co 1896 A 159 March 12 
Tonbridge Urban District Council v Punnett 1895 T 1,279 March 17 
Peebles v Crosthwaite, Pasmore v Crosthwaite 1895 P 1,744 March 


19 
Wash v Townsend 1895 W 1,712 March 19 
Rowcliffe, Rowcliffe, & Hilton ldv Siddall 1895 R 1,562 March 21 
Stevens v Warrall 1895 S 1,748 March 25 
Foxv Wright 1893 F 1,214 March 26 
Thompson v Miller (trading, &c.) 1895 T 1,580 March 30 
James v Walters 1895 J 1,694 March 30 
Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v Friswell 1895 P 2,122 March 30 
Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v East London Rubber Co 1896 P 204 


March 30 
Levy v Davis 1895 L 1,457 March 31 
J 2,038 April 2 


H 3,840 


April 2 


vCronheim 1896 B 391 April 9 


F 1,255 April 1 


890 A 21 


25 


2,996 April 28 


The Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v Swift & Co 1896 P 310 at 
London & County Banking Co ld v Preston 1895 L 2, April 30 
Thunder v Barnato Bros 
Hollings v Hollin 


1896 T 2,092 May 4 


1895 H 2,088 May 5 





—— 


Ridges v Langley 1896 R 761 May 27 





In re Roberts, Knight v Roberts 1896 R 102 May7 
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Duncan & Co v Greenhill 1896 D 6 May7 

Griffin v Leonard, Boult, & Co,ld 1895 G 1,487 May 8 

Jackson v The Best of Boys Publishing Cold 1895 J 1,688 May 11 
Kersey v Bexley Heath Ry Co 1895 K 321 May 11 

Wimshurst Hollick v National Telephone Co 1896 W 646 May 12 


FOURTH SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Kexewicu. 

1895. 
In te Doetsch Matheson v Ludwig 1895 D 1,558 April 8 

1896. 
Adamant Stone Paving Co v Liverpool Corpn 1895 A 1,134 April 15 
Scott v Hull Steam Fishing & Ice Co, 1d 1895 S 2,446 April 27 
Pneumatic Tyre Co, ld v Powell & Barstow 1896 P 205 May 1 
Cohn v Jackson 1895 C 2,389 May 7 
Smith v Sykes 1895 S 4,047 May 8 
Thomas v Travis 1895 T 231 MayS8 
Irvine v Tennant 1895 I 1,092 May 9 
In re Turner Barker v Ivimey 1895 T 1,291 May 15 
Winch v Flight 1896 W 471 May 18 

. : Hatsrvry, C. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


DERBYSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL ». MAYOR, &c., OF DERBY— 
No. 1, 29th June. 


Practice—DiscovErY—INTERROGATORIES—PENAL OR CRIMINAL MaTTER— 
Poiivtion or Rivers Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vicr. c. 75), ss. 3, 10, 


Appeal from the decision of the Divisional Court; (Grantham and 
Collins, JJ.), reported 44 W. R. 543. The plaintiffs, the Derbyshire 
County Council, took proceedings in the Derbyshire County Court 
against the defendants, the Corporation of Derby, under sections 3 and 
10 of the Rivers Pollution Act, 1876, for an order to compel them to 
abstain from causing sewage matter to flow from their sewers into the 
river Derwent. Section 3 makes it an “‘ offence ” to cause sewage matter 
to flow into any river; and section 10 gives the county court jurisdiction, 
by summary order, to require any person to abstain from the commission 
of such an offence, and any person making default in complying with any 
requirement of ‘an order of a county court shall pay to the person 
complaining such sum not exceeding £50 a day for every day during 
which: he is in default, as the court may order. The plaintiffs obtained 
an order from the county court: judge for discovery of documents and 
delivery of interrogatories. The defendants appealed, contending that 
the proceedings were of a criminal or penal nature, and that therefore 
the court would not made an order for discovery of documents or inter- 
rogatories. The Divisional Court affirmed the order. 


Tue Court (Lord Esner, M.R., and A. L. Sarru, L.J.) dismissed the 
appeal. They said that it was clear that this was not a criminal matter. 
The real question was whether it was a penal matter. This was an appli- 
cation for a mandatory injunction to stop the defendants from causing the 
sewage to flow into the river. That was the whole of the application at 
present. It was in the discretion of the court to grant that application. 
Some other application must intervene before any question of a penalty 
could arise. It must be shewn that the defendants had made default in 
obeying the order of the county court. Therefore, until there had been a 
default in obeying the order, the question of a penalty did not arise, and 
there was nothing to prevent the judge from allowing discovery and inter- 
rogatories.—CounsEL, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and W. Graham; Stanger, Q.C., 
and ‘7. G. Carver. Soxicrrors, Satcheil § Chapple, for H. Gadsby, Derby ; 
Wynne, Holme, § Wynne, for Hughes Hallett, Derby. 


[Reported by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


OVERTON & CO. v. BURN, LOWE, & SONS—No. 2, Ist July. 


Practice—Writ—Nortice or Motion—Servick or ouT or JURISDICTION 
with Cory or Writ—R.S.C., Orn. 52, r. 9. 


This was an application by way of appeal from a decision of 
Kekewich, J., for leave to serve notice of motion for an injunction, 
with copy of the writ. in the action, out of the jurisdiction, upon 
some of the defendants who were foreign subjects. The injunction asked 
for was to restrain the defendants until the trial of the action from 
threatening the plaintiffs or any other person or persons by letters or 
otherwise with legal proceedings or liability in respect of any infringe- 
ment of certain alleged patent rights of the foreign defendants. Ord. 
52, r. 9, provides that “the plaintiff may by leave of the court or a 
judge, to be obtained ex parte, serve any notice of motion upon any 
defendant along with the writ of summons, or at any time after service of 
the writ of summons and before the time limited for the appearance of 
such defendant.” Kekewich, J., having regard to the opinion expressed 
by North, J., in The Manitoba and North-Western Land Co. v. Allan (1893, 
3 Ch. 432) made no order, and intimated that in his opinion it was a 
proper case for appeal. Counsel on an ex parte application referred to 
Hersey v. Young (38 Soxicrrors’ Jovrnat, 216 ; W. N., 1894, 18), in which 
a similar application was acceded to by this court, the service in that case 
being required upon a British subject out of the jurisdiction. 


TE Court (Lixptey and Lorrs, L.JJ.), following Hersey v. Young (ubi 





July 4, 1896. 


supra) gave leave to make the service asked for, and said that the order 
would be without prejudice to any question which might be raised upon 
it.—Counsry, Lambert Bond. Soxtcrror, J. A. Hutchings. 


{Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law. | 


WHITWHAM v. WESTMINSTER BRYMBO COKE AND COAL Co. (LIM.) 
—No. 2, 24th June. 


Trespass—Damaces— Mzasure or Damaces—Insury vo Lanp—Deposrr op 
Sporn on Lanp. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Chitty, J. (reported 44 W. R. 459; 
1896, 1 Ch. 894). The defendants, who were colliery owners, claimed to 
be entitled to certain land near their colliery by virtue of an alleged 
agreement, which agreement was held in fact not to have existed. By the 
judgment it was declared that the land belonged to the plaintiffs, who were 
the trustees of Mr. Benjamin Piercy, the former owner, who died in March, 
1888. It was also held that the defendants had committed a trespass upon 
the land by tipping or depositing thereon spoil from their colliery. An 
injunction was granted to restrain any further deposit. The defendants 
were ordered to give up possession to the plaintiffs, and an inquiry as to 
the damages to be paid by thedefendants was directed. The form of the 
inquiry left open the question-of the measure of damages. In answer to 
the inquiry the official referee made a special report. He found, first, 
that the sum proper to be paid by way of damages was £200; secondly, 
that the defendants had by their trespasses rendered land belonging to 
the plaintiffs, la. 3r. 9p. in extent, valueless for any but tipping purposes ; 
and, thirdly, that in assessing the £200 he had taken as the measure of 
damage the diminished value of the plaintiffs’ land, in extent la. 3r. 9p., 
caused by the defendants’ trespass. In arriving at the £200 
the referee appeared to have taken the land at its agricultural value, 
The plaintiffs had contended that the proper measure was the reasonable 
value of the land for tipping purposes, those being the purposes for which 
the defendants actually used the land. The referee found that, if the 
proper measure of damages was that for which the plaintiffs had con- 
tended, the sum to be paid was £963 and £141 5s. for interest, making 
together £1,104 5s. The plaintiffs’ land was situate in a long, narrow 
valley to the north of the defendants’ colliery, which was a short distance 
off. There was no other land on the north of the colliery within a reason- 
able distance which the defendants could have procured for tipping pur- 
poses. The sum of £963 was arrived at by treating the tipping value at 
£500 an acre, the value of land ia the neighbourhood for building. Of the 
total area of the land 3r. 20p. had been covered by the defendants with 
spoil; the remaining portion, 3r. 29p., was still available for tipping pur- 
poses, but for no other purpose. The question was whether the official 
referee ought to have taken into consideration the value of the land to the 
defendants for tipping purposes. Chitty, J., held that the plaintiffs were 
entitled to damages on the basis of the value of the land to the defendants 
for tipping purposes in respect of so much of the land as was actually 
used by the defendants for tipping, and as to the rest of the land on the 
basis of its ordinary value, but without any interest. Assuming that 
Chitty, J., had laid down the correct principle, the counsel oe te parties 
had agreed that the proper sum to be paid by the defendants to the plain- 
tiffs would be £550. Tne defendants appealed, and urged that the ‘* way- 
leave ’’ cases on which Chitty, J., relied did not apply, such cases being 
Martin v. Porter (5 M. & W. 351), Jones v. Gooday (8 M. & W. 146), Jegonv. 
Vivian (19 W. R. 365, L. R. 6 Ch. 742), Phillips v. Homfray (L. R. 6 Ch. 
770, 20 W. R. Dig. 121). Where there was no evidence of malice no 
damages would be given beyond the actual loss sustained by the injured 
party, and here there was ample evidence that the land was of absolutely 
no value to the plaintiffs. 

Tue Cover (Linptey, Lopes, and Ricry, L.JJ.) dismissed the 
appeal. 

Linvtey, L.J., said that they were all agreed that the true principle was 
that on which Chitty, J., had acted. The defendants had done two 
things—they had so used the land of the plaintiffs as to diminish its 
value; and they had also used it for their own purposes, an element which 
must not be overlooked in the assessment of damages. ‘That lay at the 
bottom of the way-leave cases. The law was settled in the case of Jegon 
v. Vivian (ubi supra), and that case had since been approved of by the 
House of Lords in Livingstone v. The Rawyards Coal Co. (28 W. R. 357, 5 
App. Cas. 25). His lordship then read the principle as laid down by Lord 
Hatherley, L.C., in Phillips v. Homfray (ubi supra), and said that, applying 
that principle to the present case, on what grounds could it be said that 
these defendants should be allowed to use the plaintiffs’ land for years 
without paying for it? Chitty, J., proceeded on that principle, which was 
quite right, and the appeal must be dismissed. 


Lorgs, L.J., said there was no departure from the uniform rule that 
the plaintiffs must be paid for the injury they,had sustained by the 
defendants’ wrongful act in trespassing on the plaintiffs’ land. Applying 
that principle here, they were entitled to be compensated for 
the use made of the land by the defendants for some, eight years. 


Ricsy, L.J., was of the same'opinion. He said the case was entirely 
within the principle of Jegon v. Vivian (ubi supra). There was nothing 
special in the nature of way-leaves. The principle wag trespass, and 
nobody was allowed to use the land of another without paying for it. The 
principle adopted by Chitty, J., was right, and the appeal must be dis- 
missed, with costs. Appeal dismissed,—Covnsgt, 0. A. Russell; F. Thomp- 
son. Soxicrrors, Norris, Allens, §& Chapman, for J. B. Pollitt, Manchester; 
Field, Roscoe, § Co., for Evan Morris ¢ Co., Wrexham. 


[Reported by W. SHALLCROSS GoDDARD, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


THE QUEENSLAND INVESTMENT AND LAND CO. v. O'CONNELL & 
PALMER—Chitty, J., 26th June. 


[xpiscLosep Prrncrpat—Broker Actine ror Buyer AND SEiLEr—RviEs 
or Stock Excuance—InpEMnIrTyY. 


This was an action brought in the first instance for rectification of the 
register of the shareholders of the plaintiff company by substituting the 
name of the defendant Sir Arthur H. Palmer as holder of seventy-one 
£10 shares of the company in lieu of the name of the defendant William 
Q’Connell. This was decided against Sir A. Palmer who thereupon 
claimed to be indemnified by Messrs. Ellis & Co., a firm of London stock- 
brokers, and members of the Stock Exchange, whom he had added as 
third parties. Sir A. Palmer had, when in Queensland, instructed the 
Queensland National Bank to sell the shares. Their London manager 
instructed Messrs. Ellis & Co. to sell the shares in England. Messrs. 
Ellis & Co., being unable to sell the shares in the market, went to the office 
of the plaintiff company, and asked fora buyer. There the name of one 
Pritchard was given as buyer, and that of the defendant O’Connell as 
transferee. Messrs. Ellis & Co. acted in the transaction both for buyer 
and seller. Palmer was not aware of the name of the transferee. £1 only 
was paid up on the shares, and on the company a further call on 
the shareholders it was discovered that O’Connell was an infant at the 
date of the transfer. Pritchard could not be found. Sir A. Palmer now 
claimed to be indemnified by Messrs. Ellis & Co. in respect of his liability 
tothe company. It was contended on behalf of Messrs. Ellis & Co. that 
they were only liable to their principal, the bank. They had, in fact, 
acted as buying and selling brokers. The bought and sold notes were 
made subject to the rules of the Stock Exchange. It appeared that there 
was no express provision in the rules of the Stock a for an 
exactly parallel case, but a Mr. Scott, who was chairman of the committee 
of the Stock Exchange from 1882-90, gave evidence to the effect that it 
was by the custom of the Stock Exchange the duty of the buying broker 
to give the name of a responsible person, and that in his opinion the cir- 
cumstance that the same brokers acted as buying and selling brokers did 
not relieve the broker from his liability to indemnify the seller in the 
event of the seller being made liable to calls because an infant’s name 
had been registered as that of the transferee, inasmuch as the buying 
broker according to Stock Exchange custom was bound to give the name 
of a responsible party. 

Curry, J., after stating the facts, dealt first with the case as if it were 
one in which the Queensland Bank were plaintiffs, and considered whether 
they as plaintiffs could have as against Messre. Ellis & Co. the right of 
indemnity now claimed by Sir A. Palmer. It was clear that if two brokers 
had been employed, one for the seller and the other for the buyer, and, as 
in the present case, an infant’s name had been sent in as transferee, the 
buying broker would have been liable to indemnify the principal. The 
question was whether the fact of Messrs. Ellis & Co. acting for all parties 
to the transaction made any difference as to their liability. The evidence 
of Mr. Scott shewed that according to the custom of the Stock Exchange 
this would make no difference, and it appeared to his lordship that when 
a broker undertook to fill the position of both buying and selling broker 
he could not escape liability by reason of his so acting in a double 
capacity, so that, in his opinion, if it were the bank who were intiffs 
they would have a clear right of indemnity against Messrs. Ellis & Co. 
The present case, however, was, were Messrs. Ellis & Co. liable to Sir A. 
Palmer? His lordship reviewed the facts as to how the sale had been 
effected in London after instructions given in Queenslund. It was said on 
behalf of Messrs. Ellis & Co. that they were not liable for giving the name 
of an infant as the transferee to anybody except the bank, on the ground 
that there could be no privity between Sir A. Palmer and Ellis & Co, on 
the contract of employment between them and the bank. But Sir A. 
Palmer was not suing on this contract, but as being an undisclosed prin- 
cipal he was suing Messrs. Ellis & Co. on the contract of sale made as stated, 
on the ground of their liability gua buying brokers, and in his lordship’s 
opinion Sir A. Palmer was entitled to come forward in this character and 
make this demand. It was to his mind quite immaterial on the result of 
the evidence that one broker only was employed. Messrs. Ellis & Co., 
having undertaken to assume the character of both buying and selling 

kers, were responsible in the former character to Sir A. Palmer, and his 

lordship therefore declared that Messrs. Ellis & Co. were liable to 
indemnify Sir A. Palmer against all liability in respect of the shares.— 
Counset, Farwell, Q.C., and Hatfield Green; Levett, Q.C., and Tindal 
Atkinson; Byrne, Q.C., and Theobald. Soxtcrrors, Trinders ¢ Capron ; 
Murray, Hutchins, Stirling, ¢ Murray ; Crosse § Sons. 


[Reported by Rateau B. Putiirorts, Barrister-at-Law. | 


FREWEN v. LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY—North, J., 27th June. 
MorteaceE—TENANt ror Lirre—Ongrovs Propgrry. 


This was an action under the following circumstances. The mortgagees 
of Edward Frewen, the tenant for life of certain estates, entered into 
Possession. They now proposed to give up ession of certain onerous 
parts of the property, while keeping on of the the rental of 
which gave a profit. Under the testator’s will his English estate was 

to trustees for a term of 2,000 years, and subject thereto was 

ed to Edward Frewen for life with remainder to his first and other 
fon tail male. The plaintiff was the eldest son, and had attained 
wenty-one years. The trusts of the term were to pay debts, legacies, 
and annuities, and so long as these were unprovided for to pay the 


charges. The testator died in 1870. In 1881 Edward Frewen effected a 
mortgage for £12,000. In 1885 a receiver was and in 1887 the 
defendants were let into on upon giving an undertaking. On the 
9th of November, 1895, the defendants’ solicitor wrote a statement of the 
rents and the cases in which they were less than the disbursements. The 
charges included improvement charges, exp about 1900, and 
annuities to persons aged seventy-five and over. six cases the rents 
of the properties were insufficient to keep down the charges. 


Nortu, J.—The rents of the English estates are given as a whole, and 
the tenant for life is bound to pay interest on all the m 
and the surplus on one estate must go to keep down other charges. 
defendant contends there is no jility to apply the us of one 
property to another p: : Guthrie v. Wal (22 Ch. D. 573), Syer-v. 
Gladstone (30 Ch. D. 614), (where I cannot find anything in the case to 
justify the headnote), and Freke v. Calmady (32 Ch. D. 408) are authorities 
upon the point. The testator has given his English property 
and there is no right to split it up. It is said that there is no obligation 
to pay the mortgages, but in Re Fitzgerald (37 Ch. D. 18) mortgagees, 
although not parties to a voluntary settlement, were held to be cestwis que 
trustent and entitled to enforce a provision for their benefit, and it seems 
to me a devise to one for life with remainder over, carrying with it a well- 
known legal liability, has the same effect here that the voluntary settle- 
ment had in that case. The plaintiff is entitled to have the rents treated 
as one sum.—CounseEL, Swinfen Eady, Q.C., and Dawney ; Vernon Smith, 
Q.C., and Methold. Soxrcrrors, Collisson ¢ Prichard ; Walters, Deverell, § Co. 

[Reported by G. B. Hammtox, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Ex parte RECTOR OF NEWTON HEATH—North, J., 30th June. 
REINVESTMENT—GLEBE—REBUILDING ParsonaGE Hovsez. 


This was a petition under the following circumstances. In 1890 the 
rector called in the diocesan surveyor, who carefully surveyed the house 
and raised the question that it would be better to rebuild the rectory than 
to repair it. This was done at a cost of £1,388 15s. 6d., of which amount 
£600 was borrowed from Queen Anne’s Bounty, £100 from the Diocesan 
Building Society, £349 11s. 9d. was collected, and £339 33. 9d. was still 
due. The Manchester Ship Canal had — some of the glebe under 
its compulsory powers, and the rector (inter alia) in this petition 
that the £339 3s. 9d. still due might be paid out of the money in court. 


Norru, J.—I do not see my way to allow this expenditure; I should 
have been glad to do it, but can find no principle ena) me. From the 
affidavits of both rector and surveyor it appears that a large ture 
on repairs was absolutely necessary in 1890. In Ex parte Rector of Claypole 
(L. R. 16 Eq. 574) improvements and additions were allowed, but that is 
not what is asked for here, where rebuilding took place instead of con- 
siderable repairs, which must have been done at the rector’s expense. 
Williams v. Aylesbury and Buckingham Railway Co. (L. R. 9, Ch. 684) shews 
if the rector had paid the £339 3s. 9d. still due there would be no juris- 
diction to give him the money back from the sum in court. But if the 
money has not been paid, the expenditure has been incurred. If this 
application were allowed, the rector would get free from his liability to 
repair by simply paying instalments to Queen Anne’s Bounty.—CovnsEL, 
Rawlins, Q.C., Milne, Clare, Dennis. Sorcrrors, Robbins, Billings, § Co. ; 
Solicitor to Queen Anne’s Bounty. 
| Reported by G. B. Hamiiton, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re JOHN SMITH, DAVIDSON v. MYRTLE—Kekewich, J., 24th June. 
TrusTEE—INVESTMENT—COMPANY INcoRPORATED BY AcT OF PARLIAMENT 


A testator by his will, made in 1895, empowered his trustees (inter alia) 
to mvest his residuary estate in or upon the bonds, debentures, or deben- 
ture stock of any company ‘‘incorporated by Act of Parliament, and 
paying a dividend on its ordi stock or shares.”” This was an origi- 
nating summons taken out by the trustees of the will to determine 

other questions) whether, under the above power of investment, the trus- 
tees had power to invest in or upon the bonds, debentures, or debenture 
stock of any company “incorporated by registration under the Companies 
Act of 1862, and paying a dividend on its ordinary stock.” 


Kexewicn, J., said that a company “‘incorporated by Act of Parlia- 
ment ’’ was not the same thing as a com - under an Act 
of Parliament,” and that consequently investment clause in the will in 
question did not authorize the trustees to invest in or u the bonds, 
debentures, or debenture stock of any company by registra- 
tion under the Companies Act of 1862.—CounssL, w, Q.C., and 
Jason Smith ; Warmington, Q.C., Warrington, Q.C., and P. B. Lambert ; 
Haldane, Q.C., and Methold ; Bramwell Davis, Q.C., and Owen ; 
A. a B. Terrell, Sotrcrrors, R. 8. Taylor, Son, $ Humbert ; William Stubbs, 
for Hirst § Capes, Harrogate ; Theodore Allingham. 

[Reported by C. C. Hensuev, Barrister-at-Law. ] 





Winding-up Cases. 
Re UNIQUIA, THE UNIVERSAL SPORTS AND RECKEATION SOCIETY 
(LIM.)—Romer, J., 29th June. 

Company Winpinc-up—Rutzs or 1893, xr. 1—Arrrmpavir in Opposition. 
Upon a petition to wind y by one company, which had been filed 


on the 17th ult., counsel for Ri to read an affidavit 
which had been filed on Saturday, the 27th ult., at 2.30 p.m. Rule 1, 





Tents to the tenant for life, and with the other half to keep down the 


1893, is as follows: ‘‘ Affidavits in opposition to a petition that a com- 
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pany may bewound up under the order or subject to the supervision of 
he court shall be filed within seven days of the date on which the affi- 
davit verifying the petition is filed, and notice of the filing of every 
affidavit in opposition to such a petition shall be given to the petitioner or 
his solicitor.” Having regard to rule 1 of the Rules of 1893, and in the 
absence of any special circumstances being shewn, 

Rommr, J., refused to allow it to be read, although counsel urged that 
there was a defence upon the merits and that the practice hitherto had 
been not tv carry out the rule strictly.—CounszL, Fletcher ; Eustace Smith. 
Soxicrrors, Simpson § Cullingford ; H. A. Farman. 

[Reported by J. W. Greia, Barrister-in-law, | 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


MANCHESTER, SHEFFIELD, AND LINCOLNSHIRE RAILWAY CO. 
v. B93 GOVERNOR AND GUARDIANS OF THE POOR OF HULL 
_ une. 


Poor Rate—Occupation—Bep or River—Pontoon—Moorinas ATTACHED 
To Prer. 


This was a special case stated on appeal from the decision of the quarter 
sessions of the borough of Kingston-upon-Hull allowing the appeal of 
the railway company against a poor rate. The property sought to be 
rated was described in the rate as “‘ foreshore and moorings to which pon- 
toon and apparatus are attached,’’ The pontoon was placed in front of 
the Corporation Pier on the river Humber at Kingston-upon-Hull, and 
was used for the purpose of embarking and disembarking passengers on 
and from certain ferry boats which plied between Kingston-upon-Hull 
and New Holland, upon the Lincolnshire shore. The pontoon was 64ft. 
long and 33ft. wide. It floated at high water, and settled upon the mud at 
low water at every tide for about eight hours. The pontoon was kept in 
place by two chains or moorings fastened to winches on the pontoon and 
to piles of the pier, which belonged to the Corporation of Kingston-upon- 
Hull. In order to prevent chafing against the piles of the pier the rail- 
way company had bolted a cross — of timber to some of the upright 
piles of the pier, and they had also driven in a pile, round which was 
—— one of the chains attaching the pontoon to the pier. This pile was 

ited to the pier. The pontoon was approached by means ofa sloping 
se co as the tide rose and fell the pontoon was moved by means of 
the es so as to become opposite that part of the incline at which it 
was convenient for passengers to land. The gangway by which passen- 
gere passed from the incline to the pontoon was removed at night, but 
—— than the passengers of the railway company were not pre- 
vented from using the pontoon. The.question for the court was whether 
the railway company were in occupation of the property. It was con- 
tended for the Guardians that the railway company were in occupation by 
reason of the pontoon at :ow water resting upon the bed of the river, by 
reason ofthe chains attached to the pier, by reason of the pile driven into 
the bed of the river, and by reason of the cross timber bolted to the piles 
of the pier. 

Tue Court (Cave and Wi11s, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 


Cavz, J., said that the test of rateability was occupation, which need 
not, however, be exclusive. The present case resembled Watkins v. Over- 
seers of Milton-next-Gravesend (L. R.3 Q. B. 350), which was followed in 
Grant v. Oxford Local Board (L. R. 4 Q. B. 9). His lordship was of opinion 
that the railway company were not in occupation of the property sought 
to be rated. The moorings were not put down by and did not belong to 
the company, and were not used exclusively by them. The Corporation, 
and not the company, were the occupiers. His lordship referred to 
Lancashire Telephone Co. v. Overseers of Manchester (14 Q. B. D. 267), which 
he held to be distinguishable on the facts. 


Wuts, J., concurred. He thought that the case could not be dis- 
tinguished from that of a ship moored to the stonework of a quay or in a 
dock, except that in this case there would be rather more difficulty in 
unshackling the chain. Appeal dismissed.—Counse., Balfour Browne, 
e me my Pago ——— F. _. Soricrrors, Bell, Brodrick, 

ay, for Winter, ; Cunliffes ¢ Devonport, for R. Lingard-Monk 
Manchester. oe ae . . 


[Reported by F. 0. Ronryson, Barrister-at-Law. | 


HOCKLEY ». ANSAH (REGAN Garnishee)—24th June. 


Practice—Arreat—“‘ Practick AND ProcepurE’’—GARNISHEE ORDER— 
JupicaturE Act, 1894, s. 1, sun-sEcTion 4 


Appeal by the garnishee from an order of Pollock, B., at chambers, 
an order of the master making absolute a garnishee order 
attaching a debt due from the garnishee to the judgment debtor. For 
the plaintiff a preliminary objection was taken that the appeal was a 
motion of “‘ practice and procedure” within section 1, sub-section 4, of 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1894, and the appeal therefore lay 
to the Court of Appeal, and not to the Divisional Court. For the 
garnishee it was conterided that as the appeal would finally determine 
the rights of the parties the case did not come within sub-section 4. 
M' Haig v. Universal Stock Exchange, 1895 (2 Q. B. 81), was referred to. 


Tue Court (Cave and Wms, JJ.) held that the contention of the 
laintiff was right, and that the Divisional Court had no jurisdiction to 
a —CounssL, Rufus Isaacs ; Frank Dodd. Sotscrrors, Smith 


the ; 
$ Gofton ; Templer, Dunn, § Miller. 
{Reported by F. O, Roprxson, Barrister-gt-Law.] 








REG. v. SINCLAIR AND ANOTHER, JUSTICES, AND THE LONDON 
EXHIBITION CO.—10th and 11th June. 


Poor Ratr—Non-Payment—Procegpines Aeainst Occurrer—Occuratiox 
—Duistress WARRANT—Duty or MaGisTRaATEs. 


In this case a rule nisi had been obtained for a mandamus directed to the 
Rev. J. Sinclair and J.J. Wheeler, justices of the peace in and for the 
county of London, and the London Exhibition Co., to shew cause why the 
said justices should not issue their warrant to levy by distress and sale 
of the goods of the company the sum of £1,519 19s. 3d., being the amount 
of certain rates for the relief of the poor of the parish of Fulham made on 
the 26th of October, 1895. In 1895 the company was formed, and it 

uired twenty-three acres of land, part of which is in the parish of 
Fulham. This land they laid out as , and erected buildings on it 
for the purposes of ‘‘The Empire of India Exhibition.” It was opened 
in June of that year, and cl in October. A provisional list under the 
Metropolis Valuation Act, 1869, was made by the Assessment Committee 
of the Fulham parish, and the Exhibition Co. were rated at gross 
£13,833 and rateable value £10,000, and a rate was levied on that basis, 
As soon as the exhibition closed in October alterations were made to the 
premises for the purpose of se ting the offices, theatre, electric light 
station, and stores, which it was intended to use during the winter 
months, from the remainder of the exhibition which would not be used, 
The Exhibition Co., on the 13th of November, gave notice to the over. 
seers that alterations had oe on the property, and required them 
to prepare a fresh provisional valuation list, which the overseers did ; but 
on this fresh list coming before the Assessment Committee that body 
restored the former valuation. The Exhibition Oo. contended that they 
were only liable to pay rates on the whole property up to the time of the 
closing of the exhibition, and that after that time they were only liable in 
respect of that portion which they occupied and not in respect of that 
part which was ——. The Exhibition Co. had paid a portion of the 
rates on the £10,000, but refused to pay the balance. The overseers there- 
fore took out a summons before the justices in petty sessions, and applied 
for a distress warrant as to the balance. This was refused, the magis- 
trates being of opinion that there was no beneficial occupation. On behalf 
of the Exhibition Co. it was contended that such alterations had been 
made in the premises as to bring the case within the provisions of the 
Union Assessment Act, 1862, s. 28, as incorporated in the Valuation 
(Metropolis) Act, 1869, and farther that the magistrates had jurisdiction 
to deal with the question of occupation: Reg. v. Simmonds (62 L. J. M. C. 
106), London and North-Western Railway v. Buckmaster (23 W. R. 160, 10 
Q. B. 70). In support of the rule it was contended that there was an 
occupation of the whole of the premises. 

Tus Court (Cave and Wits, JJ.) made the rule absolute. It was 
quite clear the company were in occupation of the whole of the premises. 
The fact that the occupation during half the year was not profitable no 
doubt ought to be taken into consideration when assessing the value of 
the land from year to year, but neither the overseers nor the magistrates 
had any right to interfere with the decision of the committee. The duty 
of the trates was purely a ministerial one, namely, to issue a distress 
warrant. This was an ordinary case of occupation, and-the quantum of the 
assessment was a matter of appeal. Rule absolute.—CounszL, Z. Boyle; 
J. P. Grain. Soutcrrors, Linklater § Co. ; R. W. Baxter. 


[Reported by E. G. Stitt wet, Barrister-at-Law. | 


PAINE AND ANOTHER v. BOWDEN—2nd and 8th June. 


Practice—Costs—ADMINISTRATION Surt—Insouvent Estare—Discrerion 
or Recisrrarn—Covnty Court Russ, 1888, Oxp. 50, x. 33 


This was an appeal from the county court. The action was an adminis- 
tration suit of an insolvent estate, and upon the taxation of the bill of 
costs the registrar held in exercising his retion he was entitled to take 
into consideration the fact of the insolvency, and he therefore disallowed 
out of the bill of £74 the sum of £27, which was in respect of charges for 
letters by the solicitor of the administratrix to creditors of the estate, and 
for interviews with them for the purpose of coming to an arrangement 
with them after the winding up of the estate had been put in the hands of 
the court. Rule 33 of order 50 of the County Court Rules, 1888, provides 
that ‘‘all fees or allowances which are discretionary shall, unless other- 
wise provided, be allowed at the discretion of the registrar on taxation, 
who, in the exercise of such discretion, shall take into consideration the 
other fees and allowances to the solicitor and counsel, if any, in respect of 
the work to which any such allowance applies, the nature and importance 
of the action or matter, the amount involved, the interest of the parties, 
the fund or persons to bear the costs, the general conduct and costs of 
the proceedings , and all other circumstances.”” On appeal to the judge 
the latter held that, according to the decision in the case of Re Chennell, 
Jones v. Chennell (L. R. 8 Ch. D. 492), the registrar did not ) nope any 
discretion as to such costs, and he referred the matter back to the registrar 
for taxation. From this decision one of the creditors now appealed. 

Tue Court (Cave and Wus, JJ.) allowed the appeal. “i 

Cave, J., in giving judgment, was of opinion that)the discretion of 
registrar as regards the costs of a trustee in an administration suit was not 
restricted in any way by the decision in Re Chennell. He had consulted 
Stirling, J., as a result of so doing he was of opinion that there was 
no rule of practice in the Chancery courts prohibiting the registrar from 
taking into consideration, in exercising his discretion, the fact that the 
estate was insolvent. He was of o n that such a fact came within the 
meaning of the words “and all other circumstances’’ in rule 33 of order 
50, and that the registrar 
sideration. The appeal would therefore be allowed. 
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Wits, J., was of the same _ oe allowed.—Counsz1, 
Gollan ; Ashton Cross. Soutcrrors, ton § Cargill ; Riddell, Vaizey, § Co., 
for Leader § Morris, Swansea. 

[Reported by E. G. Srizuwett, Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Attendance of members of the council from the 16th of April 1895, to 
the 13th of April, 1896 :— 





Coun- Com- Total Coun- Com- Total. 
Mr. Addison -.» 29 68 97 | SirA.K.Rollit,M.P.10 — 10 
» Attlee -. 23 20 43 | Mr. Roscoe oo CO So 
» Barker .. 36 38 T4 », Saunders... 13 1 14 
» Beale ... - 2 15 38 »> Vassall - 10 — 10 
» Blyth... sie, ae 5 26 »» Walters -. 32 32 64 
» Bristow es a » Wightman .. 4 — 4 
» Budd... .. 34 62 96 *” Williams -- 28 49° TT 
,, Cunliffe « 2 & », Winterbotham, 
» Hllett... «ne Be SS Wee.tT = 2 8 30 
» Fladgate ... 20 32 52 9 | Wing... ee 2 4 
The Right Hon. Sir », Atkinson ... 19 . 
H.H.Fowler,M.P. 3 — 3 », Cooke, F. 3 o— 3 
Mr. Godden ~ o 8 I », Godlee 2 — 2 
» Heelis... ioe 5S zz. -— »» Ingledew _-_ - = 
» Gray Hill ... 14 6 20 »» Moberly 8s — 8 
» Hollams os 1 24 >> Morton 5 1 6 
9 Howlett . & — 8 », Tatham eS 
» Hunter os a a ee »» Wasbrough... 1 — 1 
» Janson as, a 1 14 », Winterbotham, 
» Keen ... wm BB J.B. a 4 
» Lake ... .. 32 88 120 », Woollcombe.. 2 — 2 
» Lawrence ... 20 8 28 | ,, Munby* . SF — 3 
» Leman .. 29 40 69 | ,, Knocker* 6 — 6 
» Manisty ~ 8 6&6 @ »» Batishill* 1— 1 
» Margetts ... 8 1 9 9, Allen* - 2 — 2 
» Markby -- 9 20 29 | ,, Cooke, G.F.* 4 — 4 
» Marshall oe aw- 1 | ,, Brown* wo 2 — 2 
»» Morrell o. 18 13 26 | ,, Clarke* ea Se. 1 
» Munton ... 34 37 Tl | ,, Cooke,H.* .. 1 — 1 
Sir Thomas Paine 33 32 65 | * The above retired in October, 1895 

| 


Mr. Pennington ... 32 133 165 
» Rawle... -. 26 48 T4 


+ Elected July, 1895. 





THE GLOUCESTERSHIRE AND WILTSHIRE INCORPORATED 
LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held at the George 
Hotel, Winchcomb, on the 17th ult. The following members were 
present: Mr. James B. Winterbotham, of Cheltenham, the president of 
the society, in the chair; Messrs. E. O. Sewell (vice-president), E. B. 
Haygarth and John Mullings, of Cirencester; W. Warman, A. J. Morton 

R. H. Smith, and L. D. Winterbotham, of Stroud; W. 8. Jones, of 
Malmesbury ; H. Kinneir, of Swindon; H. Bevir, of Wootton Bassett ; 
E. L. Gwillim, of Marlborough; D. J. Wintle, of Newnham; W. G. 
Gurney and M. Llewellyn Evans, of Cheltenham; G. Whitcombe, H. 
Allen Armitage, and E. Sidney Hartland, of Gloucester; and John W. 
Coren (hon. secretary). 

The report of the committee of management for the past year was 


Gratuities to the amount of £90 10s. were voted to the relatives of 
solicitors, and a donation of £10 10s. was voted to the Solicitors’ 

lent Association. 
A donation of twenty guineas was voted to the Gloucestershire Law 


Mr. James B. Winterbotbam and Mr. E. CO. Sewell were unanimously 
te-elected president and vice-president respectively for the year 
ensuing. 

The following were also re-elected to act with the president, vice-presi- 

dent, and secretary as the committee of ment until the next annual 

Reneral meeting —viz., Messrs. R. Ellett, of mcester; W. 8S. Jones, of 
bury; M. F. Carter and James Wintle, of Newnham; W. War- 

man, of Stroud ; H. Bevir, of Wootton Bassett; and J. Bryan and J. P. 

m Haines, of Gloucester. 

Man. EO end at Wotien-onhee Eee hak Tee nF. 
. E. C. Lloyd, o otton-under- ; Frank Treasure and P. 

Barrett Cooke, of thee Bla 

It was decided to hold the next annual general meeting at Cheltenham. 

A vote of thanks to the president concluded the business of the meeting. 
The members afterwards viewed Sudeley Castle, by the kind permission of 
ha ; oe then drove to Cheltenham, and dined together at the 

otel. 





The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 
Membership.—The present number of subscribing members is 106. 
Transfer.—As the change of Government gave no t of a 


On Oe ena See with the inet ot pomantins 
a possible scientific al ve to the crude and obj schemes 
which have for so long formed part of the stock-in-trade of successive 
Lord Chancellors. It is needless to. say that there was 
opinion upon Mr. Wolstenholme’s Bill; but the whole your com- 
mittee preferred it to any other Mr. ae pein 
Law q and presented another Bill of his own 

oe ee eee Both were considered at a very large 
meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, of which Mr. Ellett 
was chairman, and which was also attended by your president. In the 
result ;it was decided to su the policy of the Council in pu 
forward a Bill on behalf of ti ion, and a decided preference was 
given to the Bill of Mr. Wo! 
there was a considerable 
particularly as to the pro § 
The Council of the Incorporated Law Society subsequently to 
send the Bill in its entirety to the Lord Chancellor vernment 
Measure could be prepared and determined on. This was accordingly 
done, and although no official opinion upon the Bill has been expressed, it 
may perhaps be hoped that the endeavour to look at the difficulties of the 
subject in the light of Mr. Wolstenholme’s work has been one of the causes 
which have led the Government to pause in introducing any Bill of their 
own. At any rate, such a Bill was for the first time for many years 
omitted from the Queen’s Speech, and although a few weeks ago Mr. 
Balfour, in answer to Sir Robert Reid, said a Land Transfer Bill had been 
—. he would not give any pledge as to its introduction. It would 

obviously impracticable, in the present state of Government measures, 
to do anything with such a Bill this Session. There, therefore, the matter 
for the present rests. Requiescat. 

County Courts (Right of Audience) Bill.—It seems a very simple and 
reasonable thing that solicitors who may be clerks should 
have right of audience in the county courts, and that solicitors who do 
not practise in those courts should be able to entrust business there to 
those who do. But the interests of the junior bar would be affected, and 
the law officers are loyal to them. It is doubtful, therefore, whether 
much progress will be made with the Bill. The Incorporated Law Society 
have — a special committee, of whom Sir Henry Fowler is one, to 
look after it. 

Solicitors (Magistracy) Bill.—This Bill has been read a second time in 
the Commons, and at the invitation of the Incorporated Law Society your 
society joined with many of the provincial law societies in petitioning in 
its favour. There seems no reason why solicitors in counties should be 
subject to a disability which does not affect them in boroughs, nor any 
ground for placing practising solicitors on a different footing from 
practising barristers, as respects the magisterial office. 

Solicitors’ Conducting Fee.—Ref to the case of Cholditch v. Jones 
(L. R. 1896, 1 Ch. 42), which was mentioned in the last report, Mr. 
Justice North on the 9th of November, 1895, held that where a purchaser 
pays the auctioneer’s charge under a condition of sale, the scale fee for 
conducting sale by auction does not apply ; but that if the solicitor himself 
pays the auctioneer’s charge, the scale does apply. The shorthand notes 
n this case were subsequently laid before the of the Inco: 

Law Society, who, after due consideration, expressed the opinion that it 
would be inexpedient to appeal against the decision of the judge. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Cuantes Scorr Dicxson, the Solicitor-General for Scotland, has 
been appointed a Queen’s Counsel. 

Mr. Ducpa.z, Q.C., has been appointed a Commissioner to go the 
Northern Circuit. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vurions. 

Joun Crear and James Ennest Gregn, 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, Chancery- 
lane, London, solicitors (Clear & Green). June 19. In future the business 
will be carried on by the said John Clear. 

James Henry Kem and Cuartes Epwarp Pornecary, Gresham House, 
Old Broad-street, London, solicitors (Robins, Cameron, Kemm, & Pothe- 
cary). June 24. 


GENERAL. 


Mr. McKinley, the candidate for the Presidency of the United States, 
after a military career duripg the Civil War, studied law, and at four- 
rae was admitted, moving to Canton, Ohio, to ‘‘ hang out his 
gle.” 3 
Mr. A. R. Cluer, lately a magistrate of the South-Western Police-court, 
took his seat on the 27th ult. at the Worship-street Police-court, having 
a to fill the vacancy caused by the retirement of Mr. 
ushby. 

On Wednesday evening the Inns of Court Rifle Volunteer ball was held, 
by permission of the Benchers, in Lincoln’s-inn Hall, when about 300 
persons were present. The hall and approaches were profusely decorated 
with flowers, and the library was thrown open for the use of the visitors. 





tinuance of attempts at legislation on this subject, the il of the 


Incorporated Law Society instructed Mr. Wolstenholme to prepare a Bill 





At Hertfordshire Quarter Sessions on Monday Baron Dimsdale resigned 
the position of chairman of ‘the court, which he has held either as 
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chairman or deputy-chairman since 1878. On the motion of Viscount 
Cranborne, M.P., a hearty vote of thanks was passed to Baron Dimsdale 
for his long and valuable public services to the county. 


It is announced that the judges who will compose the tribunal to try 
Dr. Jameson and his companions will consist of the Lord Chief Justice 
and the two senior judges of the Queen’s Bench Division, Mr. Baron 
Pollock and Sir Henry Hawkins. The trial will take place in the Lord 
Chief Justice’s Court. 


The death is announced as having occurred in New York, on the 22nd 
ult., of the Hon. Benjamin H. Bristow, a prominent lawyer. In 1870 he 
was app xinted Solicitor-General of the United States, resigning in 1872 to 
Fo 5 Sipe post of general solicitor to the Texan and Pacific Railway. In 
1874 he was appointed Secretary of the Treasury, a post he filled with credit 
for two years, when he retired to resume law practice at Washington, and 
later in New York city. 


On Saturday last the ago of the Incorporated Law Society was 
further examined before the Select Committee of the House of Lords on 
the Companies Bill. He said that in principle he saw no objection to one 
man—the six others being mere dummies—trading with limited liability 
so long as it was not done to defraud creditors. Witb regard to clause 18 
(first statutory meeting) at present this meeting was usually purely formal, 
and the trouble was that shareholders did not attend. He had never 
known an instance in which a second meeting had failed to confirm a 
resolution passed by the first. He wanted therefore to amend the 
Companies Acts by abolishing the confirmation meeting. On clause 28 
(shareholders’ balance-sheet), he said he did not look on the publication of 
8 balance-sheet, such as was contemplated by the clause, as any protec- 
tion to shareholders at all in the case of bad companies. He acted for a 
company which had since its establishment averaged 35 per cent. per 
annum, and the company does not allow any shareholder to look at the 
accounts in any way whatever. The accounts are laid on the table at the 
general meeting, and they are never allowed to be copied or any extracts 
taken of them. He failed to see why they should prevent that which share- 
holders desired. An intending creditor at present makes inquiry, and if his 
inquiries are not answered satisfactorily he does not give the credit. In 
any case he should not advise him to go to Somerset House and be guided 
by the balance-sheet. Lord Farrer: Is there any reason why you should 
interfere between a director and a shareholder in what, after all, isa 
voluntary association to require a particular form of balance-sheet which 
you do not require in the case of a private trader? The only 
reason I have heard igned for such interference is that you 
limit the liability of the party, and that, in exchange, the party should 
come under certain statutory obligations and limitations, I do not 
— follow the logic of the argument. He drew a distinction 
een a small private company which borrowed no money from the 
— and a public company which did. It was difficult to define the 
in an Act of Parliament, but Lord James of Hereford had 


in That seemed a practical distinction todraw. He 
should not think there was any public interest requiring such provisions 
regard to the publication of accounts and audit as were laid down in 

28. The Earl of Kimberley: The public interest is that companies 
should be freely formed and no impediments thrown in the way of their 

, is it not? I think so. Unless there is some very strong reason 
is it not undesirable on public grounds to impose provisions of 
this kind? I think it is, undoubtedly. There are, no doubt, a certain 
number of bad companies which we should all desire to see stopped from 
on business, but the difficult part of the problem is how to do 
that without interfering unduly with the large and increasing trade done 
and honest public companies. I think the true remedy lies in 
self-reliance. In any case, whatever restrictions may be thought neces- 
in the case of public companies, I think private companies should be 
exempted from them, because they make no appeal to the public at all. 








At Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranfield’s 574th periodical sale of reversions, 
life gaten. &c., at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, 
the following were some of the prices realized : The absolute reversion to 
one-tenth of about £10,000 and one-tenth of £1,387 Consols, two lives 
aged 79 and 70, sold for £675 ; absolute reversion to one-seventh of trust 
funds value £11,584 on death of lady aged 60, sold for £705; absolute 
reversion to one-eighth share of an estate value over £31,000 on decease of 
lady aged 69, sold for £2,330; absolute reversion to one-sixteenth of same 
estate on same life, sold for £1,050; contingent reversion to one-fifteenth 
share of trust funds value about £17,500, together with policy of 
aged 53, sold £630; absolute reversion to £3,718 
India Three-and-a-half per’Cent. Stock on life 47, sold £1,750; valuable 
old life policy in Scottish Widows’ Fund for £1,500, with bonuses 
amounting to £1,476, life 75, sold for £2,320 ; life interest of a lady aged 
Al in £240 annum, together with life policies, sold for £2,800; shares 
of £10 each, fully paid, in Cassell & Co. (Limited), sold for £18 5s. and 
£18 10s. per share ; a valuable life interest in £500 and reversionary life 
interest in a share of £10,000 per annum, with policies for £20,000, were 
sold privately, prior to the auction, for a sum exceeding £22,000. 





Wanntine To F wget — err AnD Lzsszzs.—Before pur- 
chasing or ren @ house, have the Sani Arrangements thorough] 
Examined by an Ex from The Sanitary tn Co. (Carter Bros. F 








65, Victoria-street, . Fee for a London house, 2 guineas ; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Avvr.] 


COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or REGisTRaRs 1n ATTENDANCE OF 





Date Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
° No. 2. Cuitry. Norra. 
Monday, July ........cccsseeres 6 Mr. Clowes Mr. Carrington Mr. Farmer 
PE cescasentononepeserovere r Jackson Lavie Rolt 
Wednesday ........ i skicoobotian ’ Clowes Carrington Farmer 
IT abcde coseneiioveresctets 9 Jackson Lavie Rolt 
Friday .... 10 Clowes Carrington Farmer 
Sati y ll Jack Lavie Rolt 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
STIRiina. KEKEWICH. Romer, 
Monday, July ......00. sss0000 6 Mr. Pemberton Mr. Beal Mr. Leach 
INET... sasqueerersossoceaspores 7 Ward Pugh Godfrey 
Pemberton Beal Leach 
MIE sicedeconczestos eb Gvarse 9 Ward Pugh Godfrey 
SITE - scnscsisphceiuesieduonbioves 10 Pemberton Beal Leach 
POINT seececoctssccveveassesee ll Ward Pugh Godfrey 





WINLING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette-—Fripay, June 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lourep 1n CHANCERY. 

Burry Tix Prate Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, p ted June 23, directed to be 
heard on July 8. Hollams & Co, Mincing lane, solors for petners. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 7 

Giose Biocxs Gotp Mixine Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 19, 
directed to be heard on July 8. Burn & Berridge, 11, Old Broad st, solors for petners, 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of July 7 

GLosE teen Gotp Mixixe Co, Lusrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 2%, 
directed to be heard on July 8. Wyatt & Co, 5 and 6, Clement’s ion, Strand, solors for 

tner. Notice of appearing must seach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
e afternoon of July 7 

Greenway, Ciive, Vatg, & Co, Limitep— Creditors are required, on or before Aug 11, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred 
aaa Princip st, Birmingham. Foster & Kendrick, Birmingham, solors to the 
iquidator 

H. eon & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 1, to s¢nd their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of theie debts or claims, to Arthur Lennari, 
Cleveland bldgs, Middlesbrough 

Leas, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 24, to send their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Walmsley, 8, Dial st, 
Nelson. Bendall, Nelson, solor to liquidator 

Pyeumatic CarRIAGE AND Cas Tyre SyxpicatK, Limrrgp—Petn for winding up, presented 
June 23, directed to be heard on Wednesday, July 8. Chandler, 15, Copthall avenue, 
solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 
o'clock in the afternoon of July 7 

Prinrers’ WEEKLY ADVERTISER, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or befor2 Aug 1, to 
send their names and , and particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 
Henderson, 66, Imperial bldgs, Ludgate circus 

Rat, Henperson & Co, Limrrep - Creditors are required, on or before Aug 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, tu Joseph 
Henderson, 22, St Andrew st, Holborn 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lunrep in CHancerRy. 


Kentucky Timper, Coat, anp Lanp Co, Lrurrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 

, di to eard on July 8. Twist, Bedford row, solor tor petner. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
July 7 


Mopeya & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 1, t» send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Kdward James Wicken- 
den, 38, Finsbury pavement. Colyer & Colyer, Wych st, Strand, solors to liquidator 

Oxymrra, Lunrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 25, directed to be heard on July 
8 Piesse & Son, 15, Old J cumbrs, solors for petnr. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 7 5 

Suarressury Inventions Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented June 26, directed 
to July 8. Wilkinson & Co, 14, Bedford st, Covent Garden, solors for petar. 
Notice r appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of July 7 - 

TAMAR AND ALVILLE Terra Cotta aAnp Tite Woxuks, Linirsp—Petn for winding up, 

resented June 13, directed to be heard on July 8. John B. Purchase, 11, Queen 
ictoria st, solor for petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 7 . 

Wexpiess Cuain Co, Limrtep—Petn for winding up, presented June 27, directed to be 
heard on y, July 8. Collyer-Bristow & Co, 4, Bedford row, agents for 
Forsyth & Bettinson, Birmingham. Notice of appearing must veach Messrs Collyer 
Bristow & Co, not later than 6 o’clock ia the afternoon of July 6 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 


Great Yasmouru Permayent Benerit Buitpine Socrery. Corn Hall, Great Yarmouth, 
Norfolk. June 24 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. * 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 19. 
Wit.1ams, Henry, Neath, Glamorgan, er July 18. London and Provincial Bank 
v Williams, Stirling, J. Curtis, Nea 
London Gasette.—Tunrspay, June 23. 


Broventos, Atyrep Detves, Lyndhurst, Horsell, Woking. July 31. 
, wich, J. Johnson, New inn, Strand 


Broughton ¥ 


Fow.er, Rovert, Victoria st, Westminster, Solicitor. July 24, Fowler v Fowler and 
Smith v Fowler, Stirling, J. Fowler & Oo, Victo 


ria st 
Trepwey, Avanic Haweis, nf rd, St John’s Wood, Stockbroker. July 21. Knight 
v Tredwen, Keke J. Kingdon, Bedford row 
London Gasette—Faivay, June 26. 
Groves, Witt1am Joun, Old Kent rd, Gent. July 20. Schofield v Glover, Stirling, 
Hicklin, Trinity sq, Southwark 


, 
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eres » Tamm, Bok Brighton. Aug 3. Pendleton v Farthing, Chitty, J. Bell, King st, 
‘Wess, gtr 5 Cdeweel, July 30. Webb v Parkin, Stirling, J. Hargrave, 
Theobald’s rd 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cuaim. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 23. 
Asrit, Mancus, Wilne Mills, Derby, Cotton Doubler Augi1 Robotham & Co, Derby 
Arxusson, Joun, Whitehaven, Cumberland July 16 Atkinson & Bennett, Whitehaven 


CagLTon, Soome © shpat New Swindon, Wilts, Engineer Aug 8 Rose-Ianes & Co, 
Billiter sq bldgs 
CLARKE, Taomss, ye Glos AugS Crossman & Co, Thornbury, Glos 


Copuixc, Witt1am, Shepherd’s Bush Augi Nash & Co, Queen st 

Cooxe, Er1zapetu Sarag, Rosherville, Kent July30 Homan, Holloway 

CrossuanD, Rosert, Higher Broughton, Manchester July 17 Crofton & Co, Manchester 
Coutey,Eviza, Canonbury July 24 Fredk Hatton, Strand 

Deay, James, Manchester, Timber Merchant July 20 Andrew Orrell, Manchester 
Dicconsoy, Cuanies Ciirroy, Connaught sq July 6 Peace & Ellis, Wigan 

Beroass. Henrsert, Bolton, Lancs, Colliery Proprietor Aug 31 Watkins & Son, 


n 
Frooxs, Ricnarp, Melksham, Wilts July 22 Wansbrough & Co, Melksham 
GacE, ome Howarp Trecurrn, Fellows rd, Swiss Cottage July 13 Hicks & Co, 


GouLpey, The Rev Acrrep Bessamin, Blackfriars rd Augi Hubbard & Co, Cannon st 
Haursox, Witt1am, Ashton on Mersey, Chester Aug3 Nicholls & Co, Altrincham 
Harpy, Cxar.es, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Organ Builder July 6 Oldham, Stock- 


a Sens, Liverpool, J P Augi Miller & Co, Liverpool 

Jacxsoy, Gzorce. Westhorpe, Marlow Sept 30 Busk & Mellor, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Jeyxixs, the Rev, Ronert Coartes, Lyminge, Kent July 22 Hart, Bedford row 
Kent, James, Derby, Miller Augi Robotham & Co, Derby 

Kext, Jony, Lincola June 30 Tweed & Co, Lincoln 

Kixe, Bess amcy Joun, Northolt, near Southall Augi1 Griffiths, Chancery lane 


omg ee Powe tt, Port Talbot, Glam July 31 Tennant & Jones, Aberavon, 
Port 
Mawsox, Any, Langthorpe, York Augi James, Leeds 


Nicnotts, Tuomas, Clapham rd July 20 Upton & Co, Austin friars 

Panxer-Jervis, The Hon Epwarp Swrwres, Stafford Augi1 Hand & Co, Stafford 
PostkeTHwatre, Taomas, Birkenhead July 20 Oulton Lee, Liverpool 

Puttar, Mary Ann, Wylde Green, nr Birmingham July1 Hargreave, Birmingham 
Reyyotps, Witt1am, Harrow rd, Licensed Victualler Aug 1 Nash & Co, Queen st, 
siesone 4 Birmingham July 31 Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 

Surrn, Ex1zasern, Sheffield July 23 Green, Sheffield 

Smu7x, Harrier Canotine, Hampstead Sept1 Todd & Co, Chancery In 


Woopueap, Exizasern, Barlborough, Derby Augi Busby & Co, Chesterfield 

Waicat, Tuomas, Stockton on Tees Augi Langley & Elliot, Stockton on Tees 
London Gazette.—Frivay, June 26. 

Arxrnsoy, Eowanrp, Norbiton, Surrey Augi Kimber & Co, Lombard st 

Bo.uanp, Cuartes Henny, Wakefield, Horse Dealer Augi1 Lodge, Wakefield 

Cuamrron, Mary, Cheltenham, Glos July 25 Geare & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Curistiz, Frank Hersert, Ipswich July 30 Goodiag, Ipswich 

Cuxee, Exiza, Batley, Yorks July 11 Oscar Walker, Dewsbury 


Curve, Rt Hon Exiza Horatia Freperica, Viscountess July 31 Foyer & Hordern, 
Essex st, Strand 
Convoy, Micnaz., Lancaster Augi10 Johnson & Dilly, Lancaster 


ee Cages Sauruovse, Southport, Butcher Augs Brighouse & Co, South- 


homme Caruanine, Heigham, Norwich Augi Culley, Norwich 

Duwk, Exizaseru, Hastings July 81 Aitkens & Andrews, Burwash 

Dyson, Tuomas Borromuey, Rastrick, York AugS Barber & Oliver, Brighouse 

Fow.er, Jony, Clive Grinshill, Salop July 10 Maddocks, Coventry 

Haaax, Baiwweet, Wigan, Lancs July 31 Bolton, Wigan 

Harovrixe, Jane, Yeovil, Plasterer July 22 Poole, Sth Petherton 

Harvey, Anna, Gazeley, Suffolk July 30 Bankes & Co, Bury St Edmunds 

Jzrps, Manoan, Southsea July 20 Parker & Co, Portsea 

Leatuer, Exizasera Hewrrr, Bollington, nr Altrincham July 24 Nicholls & Co 
Althrinch 


am 
Linpsey, Joun Burke, Tunbridge Wells AugS Lewis & Pain, Dover 

Lovepay, Janz, Leamington Augl Field & Son, Leamington 

Lovers, Seesiwe Joszrn Veyases, Ebury st, Belgravesq Aug ii Longueville & Co, 
Martcuam, Srapuey Tuomas, Throwley, Kent, Grocer AugS Tassell & Son, Faversham 
Musee, Witiiam Brinaoop, Wellington, Somerset, Auctioneer Aug 1 Booker, 


| MutHouiayp, Witt1am, Hampstead July 31 Emanuel & Simmonds, Finsbury circus 
Nest, Ex1za Mary, Baden, Germany Augi Bretherton & Co, Gloucester 


| Newron, Rosenrt, Falstone, Northumbrid, Merchant July 22 LC & H F Lockhart, 
| Norrumore, Cuar.orre, Bath July 20 Glover, Bath 


Penp.e, Davin, Strand July 31 Bell & Co, Gt Trinity lane 
Penpiz, Mary Avy, Wandsworth July 31 Bell & Co, Gt Trinity lane 
| Ricuarpson, Evizasera, Litherland, nr Liverpool July 22 Terrell & Co, Gracechursh st 
| Rosrysoy, Tuomas, Liverpool July 1 Berry, Liverpool 
Rogers, The Rev Wiu14m, Bishopsgate July 31 Foyer & Hordern, Essex st, Strand 
Rore.ey, JAxe Doucias, Swansea July 25 Cox, Swansea 
Samu, Heney, Sth Kensington Aug4 Le Voi, Palmerston bidgs 
Simpson, Many Janz, Wigton, Cumbrid Augi7 Stone & Co, Bath 
Sarra, Haroip Cottisoy, Chester July 15 Wright & Co, Liverpool 
| Surra, Evtey, Knaresboro, York Aug 10 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 





Swrx, The Rev Canon paemnaae Sournwett, Stafford Rectory, Dorset July 31 | Sraeer, Isanevta, Camdenrd Aug 14 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 


Andrews & Co, Dorcheste 
Staptes, Taomas Henry, Salisbury, Wilts July 31 Justice & Pattenden, Bernard st 


Wanven, CLanence Percevat, Nice, France July 20 Markby & Co, Coleman st 
Wuatry, Wiit1am, Wolverhampton July 23 Graham, Chancery lane 

Warrran, Carouine, Titchfield, Southampton July 18 Beechcroft & Co, Theobald’s rd | 
Woov, Euma Jans, Shirland rd, Paddington Aug 21 Gasquet & Metcalfe, Gt Tower st 


Tempest, Sir Cuantes Henry, Heaton, Lancaster Augi Broadbent & Heelis, Bolton le 


ae. 2 Jensines, Wellington, Somerset Augi Booker, Wellington 
Wuirte, Jane Surru, Scarborough Augs Turnbull & Moody, Scarborough 
Waite, Isragt, Bath Augi7 Stone & Co, Bath 

Wort ey, Joun, Liverpool, Master Mariner Aug6 Cornish, Liverpool 


| 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Acarr, Percy W, Norwood rd, Surrey 
June 8 Ord June 23 


| Soe George Epwarp, 


iphook, Hants, 
June 22 Ord June 22 


June 24 Ord June 24 
High Court Pct | Jones, Tuomas, Widnes, 
June 23 Ord June 23 


Arxixsoy, Wittiam, Bradford, Yorks, Enameller Brad- | | Jones, Jamus, and Journ Warp, Shrewsbury, Builders 
Shrewsbury Pet June 22 Ord June 22 


ford Pet June 24 Ord June 24 


Hardware Dealer 


and Harry Roserr Cutt, l Tickie, Josern, Runcorn, Cheshire, 
Merch: Pet | W Pet June 23 Ord June 23 


ants Portsmouth 


| Tackson, Wittram, Austersfield, Yorks Sheffield Pet Wuireueap, Josepn Epwarp, Oldham Oldham Pet Sens 


18 Ord June 18 
Tees, lebouer Live 1 | pet dun ne 23 Ord J June 3 Salop, ae arid 
iLtiAms, Leysnox, Briton F Glam, Tinman Neat 
Pet June 22 Ord June22 
Wicsoyx, Atrerp, Swinton, Yorks, Labourer Scarborough 


STEN, yous } owe nar and Emmy Austex, St John’s | 
Watchmakers High Court Pet May 14 Ord 


Siow, Caton, Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield Pet June 23 
Ord Jun e 2g 


a pag Harry Dyson, Bradford, Yous, Stuff/Merchant 
Bradford Pet J une 23 Ord June 2 
Royp, ~¥ Durham, Ironmonger Seiten Pet June 
une 23 
Bunorss, Joun, Purton, Wilts, Grocer Swindon Pet June 
22 Ord June 22 
Canrer, larten, Mirfield, Yorks Dewsbury Pet June 23 
une § 
Ciarksox, Grorar, Gateshead, Durham, Butcher New- 
castleon Tyne Pet June 10 Ord June 22 
Coarss, Wittiam, Bradford, Yorks, Feovision Merchant 
Bradford Pet June 24 ‘Ord June 2 
— Witi1am, Handsworth, Staffs, Confectioner Bir- 
Pet June 22 Ord June 2: 
Ooncuny, Wittiam Henry, Croydon, Tailor Croydon Pet | 
D une 22 Ord June 22 
ni Jo , um Peckham Maidstone Pet June23 Ord 
Dr Kerscuexpony, Envest, Cheltenham Cheltenham 
“= Pet June 12 Ord June 23 
Savutes, AG, Edgbaston, Commercial Traveller Bir- 
F mingham Pet June8 Ord June22 
ey Tuomas, West aaeie, Baker West Brom- 
Pet June 23 Ord June 2: 
Grote Mena & Co, Sussex enhall st, Whole- 
Gur ers High Court t May 2 Ord June 24 
aves, Joun Spare, a, Oldham, Grocer Oldham 
hal 22 Ord June 22 
sow, Gwicym, Pontypridd, Draper Pontypridd Pet 
— PT oe Suseke ” na 
INGTON, James, Forest Gate, Essex, Bicycle Agent 
High Ccurt Pet June 22 Ord June 22 whe 


Keesce, Henry, Coleman st, Solicitor High Court Pet 
Dec'4 Ord Feb 29 


Kemaisu, J E, Gt Winchester st, + “te Importer High 
: ie — ll meg une 2 » On 
ams, Joun, Muscovy court, Trinit; J Agent urt 

Pet June 1 Ord June 20 "oe =~ 

Legs, Joun, and Percy Prscop, West Bromwich, Coal 
— We.t Bromwich Pet June 22 Ord 

une 

Lyons, Lawrence Pessemet Hamp%tead High Court 
Pet June 3 Ord June 2 ° 

Mawwy, Groree Eowarp, ‘Hunslet, Mechanic Leeds Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

McKay, Jonny oomabe, Bradford, Teacher of Music 
Bradford Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Meavows, Wairer Henry, Bromley, Butcher Croydon 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

a. Wittiam, Islington "High Court Pet June2 Ord 
une 20 


| Norman, Wituiam, Tonypandy, Glam, Brake Driver 
Pontypridd Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
| OpENsHAW, Wau, Clayton, nr Manchester, Rubber 
Manufact ter’ Ord June 23 Ord June 23 
| PappLE, Heer, } Brentford, Builder Brentford Pet June 
22 ‘Ord June 22 
Baap, Grorar, Peete, Journalist High Court Pet 
June 10 Ord June 2 
Suirn, Jonny Witwiam, Morley, Sie, Innkeeper Dews- 
Pet June 22 Ord June 
Surra, Roserr Baryanrp, Friday 2 st, _— Warehouee- 
man High Court Pet June 24 Ord June vt 
Taytor, Avevstus Hamitroy, Exmouth, Draper Exeter 
17 


7. ‘+ - Ww bog non at 
‘AyLon, Freperic LL, RerRapest, Shipbroker 
Sunderland Pet June9 Ord June . 


Tuomas, Jouxn Eowarp, Mountain - Glam, Ura 
Aberdare Pet June 23 Ord June sa 





Pet June 23’ Ord June 23 
Woops, Hexey Braoy, Mutley, Plymouth, Horse Trainer 
Plymouth Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Woes. ow ~ te Jeweller Newport, Mon Pet 
3 une 2 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Anpersox, Axprew, Carnarvon, Master Mariner July 3 
at 12 Crypt chmb rs, Eastgat = row, Chester 
a Hesny Cuvurcuitt, Piccadilly July 3 at 11 
Branton, prot Grimeby” July 4 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
or bed, ay Bow, EB, Danymen July 3 at 2.30 Bank- 


igs, st 
Gass ALTsR, Mirfield, Yorks, Sub-Postmaster July 3 
at4 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 
Cuew, eae ee Rag ieee Paiater July 15 at 1 
County Court Ii Blackburn 
BST H. Sh as avenue July 38 at 12 


Coutts, 
Bark 

Davies, Wittiam ALBERT, Grocer July 3 at 
12.45 Off nar re Hill, 


Davis, Wituiax ‘uaros and James Hewry Coox, Bristol, 
Decorators 


July Sat 12 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn ~ 


Deanoex, Atsert, Blackpool, A np gy ew om actor 
July 24 at 2.30 Off Kec, 11, Chapel st, P. 


Feupmay, Morris, Leeds JulyS atll Off oar 4 Park 
row, Leeds 
ows Joux, Leeds, Agent July 7 ati? 


re row, ‘ 
Gareswoon, orks, Cigar Merchant 
~~? atl oF Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Haut, Hexry Couture, Cheshire, Clerk July 


Zat3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
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Hawkiss, Junx, Abchurch lane, Wine Merchant 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Binsrt, Josern, Leeds, Ironmonger July 7at11 Off Rec, 
22, Park row. 

Hoves, Georce, Kingston upon Hull, Licensed Victualler 
July 4at11 Off Rec, Trinity House lane, Hull 

Jenkins, Wit11am, Laleston, Glam, Mason July 6 at 11 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Jones, James, and Josern Warp, Shrewsbury, Builders 
July 3 at 11.30 Off Rec, 42, St. John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

Kersie, Hexry, Coleman st, Solicitor July 6 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Maxcuant, Tuomas, St. Leonard on Sea, Cycle Manufac- 
turer July 3ati2 Off Rec, 24, Railway app, London 


Maartis, Joseru, Grays, Essex, Bricklayer July 13 at 10.30 
i ester 


July 3 


Moort, James Henry, Bournemouth, 
July 3at12 Grand Hotel, Bournemou 

Morugy, Freperick Joux, Pontefract, Yorks, Plumber 
July 3at11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Osorye, Frepertck Wiiwiam, Shaftesbury, Dorsetshire, 
Builder July 4 at 11.45 Off Rec, Salisbury 

Pucu, Watter, Bedminster, Bristol, Butcher July 8 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Ripoiestogsrrer, Grorce Aveustus, Brighton, Furrier 
July 3at3 Off Rec, 24, Railway app, London bridge 

Sueprarp, Cuartes Kine, Lower Wanborough, Wilts, 
Blacksmith July 8 at 11 Ovf Rec, 46, Cricklade st, 
Swindon 

Suits, Gzorct, Stoke upon Trent, Cab Proprietor July 3 
at3 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle under Lyme 

Suits, Jons Witiiam, Morley, Innkeeper July 3 at 3 Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Sransrietp, Waiter Cuaries Trevetyan, Northallerton, 
Fruiterer July 27 at 11.30 Court house, Northaller- 


Civil Engineer 
th 


Sraytox, Wit.iam, Cranleigh, Builder July 3 at 12.30 Off 
Rec, 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Tartor, Aucustus Hamitton, Exmouth, Draper July 7 
at 11 Off Rer, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Tavrstox, Wittiam Caar.es, Norwich, Hatter July 4 at 
12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Vox Werner, Cuarvorre Saran, Kentish Town 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Wattos, Jouny, Gt Grimsby July 4 at 11 
Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Wuirtrizto, Joux, Eccles, Lancs, Commercial Traveller 
July 3 at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Witop1se, Ricnagp, Hopton, Salop, Farmer July 3 at 11 
Rec, 42, St John’s hill, Shrewsbury 
Wrysrter, Agrave Leycestesr, South Kensington July 3 
at1i Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arxissos, Wittiam, Bradford, Yorks, Enameller Brad- 
ford Pet June 24 Ord June 24 
High Court 


Avoueaixo, Nicuotas, Barnes, Merchant 
et Jan9 Ord June 23 
Bare, Roserr. Bradford, Yorks Bralford Pet Jan 10 
Ord June 20 
Barrow, Rosert, Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield Pet June 23 
Ord June 23 


July 8 
Off Rec, 15, 


Beayuaxp, Harry Dyrsos, Bradford, Yorks, Stuff Mer- 
chant Bradford Pet June 23 Ord June 24 

Beyyox, Freperick Wittiam, Alfriston, Sussex LEast- 
bourne Pet May5 Ord June 23 

aaee, Jou», Purton, Wilts, Grocer Swindon Pet June 


June 22 
Canter, Watrsr, Mirfield, Yurks Dewsbury Pet June 
23 Ord June 23 


Cuiips, James, Hornsey, Builder High Court Pet May 13 
Ord June 23 

Coates, Wittiam, Bradford, Yorks, Provision Merchant 
Bradford Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Courtox, THouas Hexry Eowarp, Andover, Southampton, 
Corn Merchant Salisbury Pet May 23 Ord June 22 

Crowpy, James, Bayswater, Solicitor High Court Pet 
Mari10 Ord June 23 

Cutcaey, Witttam Hesey, Croydon, Tailor Croydon Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

De Mveatera, Aprtaxo, Gt Winchester st, Merchant High 
Court Pet Nov7 Ord June19 

De Moeagiera, Caisronar, Gt Winchester st, Merchant 
High Court Pet Nov7 Ord June 19 

De Musniera, Jose, Gt Winchester st, Merchant High 
Court Pet Nov7 Ord June 19 

De Morereta, Magtaxo, Gt Winchester st, Merchant 
High Court PetNov7 Ord June 19 

Gits.. Josern, and Cuaries Eowarv Gitt, Bishopsgate st 
Fah Builders High Court Pet March 24 Ord 

une 


Goruax, Janes, Liverpool, Cotton Dealer Liverpool Pet 
May 2 Ord June 22 

Geeaves, Joux Travis, Shaw, nr Oldham, Grocer Oldham 
Pet June22 Ord June 22 

Gnrosow, Gwityu, Pontypridd, Draper Pontypridd Pet 
Jane 24 Ord June 24 

Hawt, Hesey Coirisc, Higher Bebington, Cheshire, Clerk 
Birkenhead 


Pet March 31 Ord June 23 
Haut, Frascis, Walworth, Undertaker High Court Pet 
y18 Ord June 19 


Haxrgisotos, Janes, Forest Gate, Essex, Bicycle Agent | 
High Cou 


Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Hottoway, Pamir Janes, Minehead, Somerset, Grocer 
Taunton Pet June5 Ord June 2 
Hemece, Groner Evowanrn, and Harry Rowenr Cort, Lip- 
hook, Hants, Coal Merchants Portsmouth Pet June 
22 June 2% 
Jacnsox, Witttam, Austerfield, York Sheffield Pet June 
%¢% Ord June 2% 


Jouzs, Taouas, Widnes, Lancs, Labourer Liverpool Pet | 


JaneZ Ord June 23 


Lasoronp, Evtxon M E, Karl’s Ct grdns High Court Pet | 
Jané Ord ds 


‘une 

Lacs, Ava Frorence, Hollinwood, tances Oldham Pet 
dune 13 June 

Mass, Gronce Eowann, Hunslet, Leeds, Mechanic Leeds 
Pet June 2 Ord Jone 3 


McKay, J one Demeeee, Manningham, Yorks, Teacher of 


usic fo: Pet June 24 Ord June 24 
Meavows, Water Henry, Bromley, Butcher 
Pet June19 Ord June 19 
Miiuis. Witutam, Islington High Court Pet June 2 
Ord June 24 
OPENsHAW, ba) ma = Clayton, Manchester, Rubber Manu- 


Pet June23 Ord June 23 
Pappie, Henry, Brentford, Builder Brentford Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 
Peet, Haroitp 8, Manchester, Lancs Manchester : Pet 
May 12 Ord June 23 
Ritey, Jous Epwarp, Moss Side, Manchester, Grey Cloth 
Agent 


Croydon 





Manchester Pet June2 Ord June 23 

Russett, Tuomas, Beckley, 
Pet May 15 Ord June 23 

Saurru, Joun Wixiiam, Morley, Yorks, Iankeeper Dews- 
bury Pet June22 Ord June 22 

Sourawoop, Wii.iam, Dawlish, Devon, Wine Merchant 
Exeter Pet June1 Ord June 17 

Tayior, Avaustus Hamitron, Exmouth, Draper 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

Tuomas, Joun Epwarp, Mountain Ash, Glam, Draper 
Aberdare Pet June 23 Ord June 23 


Sussex, Grocer Hastings 


Exeter 


Ticxte, Josep, Runcorn, Cheshire, Hardware Dealer 
Warrington Pet June23 Ord June23 
Vixcent, Frayx, Guildford, Surrey, Ironmonger Guild- 


ford Pet May30 Ord June 20 

Wes, Frank Fenevon, and Cuartes Joserpn WELtLts, 
Hampstead, Timber Merchants HighCourt Pet June 
9 Ord June 19 

Westow, James, Bradley Green, Staffs, Commission Agent 
Macclesfield Pet June 2 Ord June 20 

Wuirgueapv, Josrepn Eowarp, Oldham Oldham Pet 
June 18 Ord June 18 

Wituiams, Leysuoy, Briton Ferry, Glam, Tinman Neath 
Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Wivsos, Atrrep, Swinton, nr Malton, Labourer Scar- 
borough Pet June 22 Ord June 23 


London Gasette—Turspay, June 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AuLes, Gzorce Wasuinctoy, South Shields, Shipbroker 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet June12 Ord June 26 

Aspury, Bensamix, Walsall Wood, Staffs Walsall Pet 
June 24 Ord June 24 

Berryman, Joseru, West Cowes, I W, Fruiterer Newport 
and Ryde PetJune25 Ord June 25 

Biyys, Henry Humeureys, Durham, Photographer Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Bono, Tuomas, Balham, Surrey, Commercial Traveller 
Wandsworth Pet June1 Ord June 25 

Boyrtr, Artuur, Pontypool, Mon, Grocer Newport, Mon 
Pet June 25 OrdJune 25 

Craripes, James Hinton, Wilton, Wilts, Grocer Salisbury 
Pet June25 Ord June 25 

Ciurrersuck, THomas Revusen, Hereford, Hotel Keeper 
Hereford Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

CrowtTuer, Jonny, Hasifax, Stone Merchant Halifax Pet 
June27 Ord June 277 

Davies, Witt1am Tuomas, Newport, Mon, Grocer New- 
port, Mon Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Davis, Wiiu1amM, Shirley, Birmingham, Cabinet Maker 
Birmingham Pet June 27 Ord Juue 27 

Duckworts, Tuomas, Leeds Leeds Pet June 11 Ord 
June 26 

Exuisoy, Ricnarp, Leeds Leeds Pet June 24 Ord 
June 24 

Fox, Jous Gatuimore, Lambeth, Music Agent High 
Court Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Gitt, Feaycis, Bury St Edmunds, Tobacconist Bury St 
Edmunds Pet June 24 Ord June 24 


Havuwett, James, Saddleworth, Yorks, General Carrier 
Oldham Pet June16 Ord June 25 
Hitt, James, Plymouth, Fish Merchant Plymouth Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 
Hurcaixes, Frasxk Witiiam, Llanelly, Hotel Proprietor 
Carmarthen Pet June 27 Ord June 27 
Leexs, Atyrep Josera, Diss, Norfolk, General Warehouse- 
man Ipswich Pet June25 Ord June 25 
Lona, Patrick, Aldershot, Bootmaker Guildford Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 
Mipptesroox, Wii.1e, Morley, Yorks, Innkeeper Dews- 
bury Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Mitier, Tuomas Rosson, Victoria st, Shipowner High 
Court Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Moreaws, Wititam, Llansadwrn, Carmarthens, Farmer 
Carmarthen Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Oates, Taxomas Lawrinsox, Manchester, Toy Manufac- 
turer Manchester Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Partisoros, Isaac, Lostock, nr Bolton, Farm Labourer 
Bolton Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Parreripver, Jesse, St George, Glos, Market Gardener 
Bristol Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Payse, Henny, Leicester, Fruit Merchant Leicester Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 
Purz, Heres, Gt St Helen’s, Chemical Merchant High 
Court Pet June 24 Ord June 25 
Reysoips, WiLL1AM, Brereton, Staffs, Traveller Walsall 
Pet May 5 Ord June 24 
| Sawpiver, Rosert Eowarv, Eastbourne, Grocer East- 
bourne Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Srackman, Jesse, Ramsgate, Builder Canterbury Pet 
| June 27 Ord June 27 
Srencer, Georoe, Oakham, Rutland, Hide Merchant 
Leicester Pet June 27 Ord June 27 
Srarvogp, Janes, Aston juxta Birmiogham, Baker 
mingham Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Sraco, Guonce Hayten, Southampton Salisbury Pet 
; June 2% Ord June 25 
Sruoxs, Roseat James, Walsall, Cycle Maker Walsall 





Bir- 


Pet June 2 Ord June 25 
Tanon, Jostan, Lower Caversham, Oxfords, Caiman 
Reading Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


Taxcock, Janes, Templeton, Devon, Labourer Exeter 
Pet June 11 Ord June 2 
Tarrensa.., Berry, Gt Harwood, Lancs, Milliner Black- 


burn Pet June 27 Ord June 27 





Taytor, Atrrep, Preston, Turkish Bath Proprietor Pro; 
ton Pet June27 Ord June 27 

Taytor, Epwarp, Ashbourne, Derby, Draper Burton og 
Trent Pet June25 OrdJune % 

Tayton, Joserpn Hewry, and Fraep Taytor, Hudderg. 

eld, eelwright Huddersfield Pet June 25 Org 

June 25 

Tuomas, Gwityu Bowen, - Cardiff, Draper 
June 27 Ord June 27 

Tisss, Percivat, Old Broad st, Company Promoter High 

urt Pet June12 Ord June 29 

Tomxins, Atrrep Cuaruss, Islington High Court Pe 
May 21 Ord June 25 

Turner. Samuet Caaruxs, Beccles, Suffolk, Wine Merchant 
Gt Yarmouth Pet June 15 Ord June 27 

VenaBLes, Georce, Portsea, Chemist Portsmouth Pyt 
June 24 Ord June 24 

Wa suey, Jonn Horner, Malvern, Butcher Worcester 
Pet June 25 Ord June25 

Wanreuam, Assatom, Boscombe, Carpenter Pa - 
June 26 Ord June 26 

Wittiams, Hersert Epwarp, Swansea, Chemist Swanseg 
Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Zusman, Zosman, Wolverhampton, Jeweller Wolverhamp 
ton Pet June26 Ord June 27 


Amended notice substituted for that publishel in the 
London Gazette of June 23: 


Excer, Witiiam George, Cambridge, Provision Merchant 
Cambridge PetJune19 Ord June 19 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Atkiysox, Wituram, Bradford, Yorks, Enameller Julyg 
at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

BEANLAND, Harry Dysoy, Bradford, Yorks, Stuff Mer- 
chant July 8 at11. Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Bova, Gaetano, Reading, Berks, Boatman July 8 at 3 
Bankruptcy Office, Oxford 

BruwacomBe, Ricuarp, Brandis Corner, Devonshire, Miller 
July 7 at 1.15 King’s Arms Hotel, Barnstaple 

Burcess, Joun, Purton, Wilts, Grocer July Sat10 Of 
Ree, 46, Cricklade st, Swindon 

Cieaver, Gzorae Cockritt, Reading, Berks, Auctioneer 
July 8at12 Bankruptcy Office, Oxford 

Coates, Witutam, Bradford, Yorks, Provision Merchant 
July 9at12 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Cotverr, Wituram, Headington, Oxfordshire, 
July 10 at12 Bankruptcy Office, Oxford 

Cookson, Water, Leeds, Stockbroker July 9at 11 Of 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

CormiLtt, WitL1aM, Handsworth, Staffs, Confectioner July 
9at11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Day, Jonny, jun, Peckham July 15at11 Off Rec, 9, King 
st, Manchester 

Eccer, Witi1am Georce, Cambridge, Provision Merchant 
July 8 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Gipson, Carr, Scarborough, Fish Salesman July 10at3 

Rec, 74, Newborough st, Scarborough 

Git, Francis, Bury 8t Edmunds, Tobacconist July7 at 
12 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Harrinctoy, James, Forest Gate, Essex, Bicycle Agent 
July 7 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Lamp, Jouy, Muscovy ct, Trinity sq, General Agent July7 
at 11 ptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Leeks, ALrrev Josern, Diss, Norfolk, General Warehouse- 
man July7 at12.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Lyons, Lawrence Narwayiet, Hampstead July 7 atl? 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

McKay, Joan Deswyisoy, Bradford, Yorks, Teacher of 
Music July10at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Miuuer, Tuomas Rossoy, Victoria st, Shipowner July 16 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mirus, Wituam, Islington July 8 at 12 Bankruptey 
bldgs, Carey st 

Moruitt, Wituam, N Kensington, Picture Liner July? 
at 230 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Myers, Samvet, Leeds, Butcher July 8 at12 Of Ree, 2, 
Park row, Leeds 

Partixcton, Isaac, Lostock, nr Bolton, Farm Labour 
July 10 at 11 16, Wood st, Bolton 

Parraivcs, Jesse, St George, Glos, Market Gardener Jaly 
8at1 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Pariiaps, DanieL, Swansea, Auctioneer July7 at12 Of 

, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 


Cardiff Pet 


Poole 


Farmer 


ticHaARDSON, Jonny Fosrer Marniort, Malton, Yorks 
Solicitor July 13 at 3 Off Rec, 74, Newborough #, 
Scarborough 

Sexior, Joseru Wittaam, Barnsley, Yorks July 8 at 

ff Rec, 3, Back Regent st, Barnsley ; 

Sartn, Ropert Bannarp, Manchester House, Friday # 
Trimming Warehouseman July 15 at 11 Bankruptey 
bldgs, Carey st ; : 

Tuacker, Amprose Hortox, Gt Grimsby, Fish Merchan’ 


July 8 at 11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Git Grimsb 
Tickux, Josern, Runcorn, Cheshire, Hardware 
July 8at3 Ogden’schmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Turner, Josuru, Bridgwater, Somerset, Beerhouse Keeptt 
July 8 at 10.30 Mr Tamlyn, High st,. Bridgwater 
Vincent, Faank, Guildford, Surrey, Lronmonger July 84 
12.30 24, Railway Approach, London Bridge 
Wess, Joun Pigott, WordMey, Staffs, Carpenter. July 4 
at 2 Talbot Hotel, Stourbridge 
Warrenean, Joseru Epwarp, Oldham July 7 at ll Of 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 
Wuirraken, Wittiam Tayior, Moseley, Worcs July Sat 
lt 23, Golmore row, Birmingham 
Wixsoy, ALvaegp, Swinton, nr Malton, 
at 11.20 Off Rec, 74, Newborough st, Scarborough 
Whriont, Cuarces, and Wintiam Waioent, Chesham, 
Bucks, Glass Dealers July7 at i2 Bankruptcy Offiee 
Oxford 


Labourer July 10 





ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aspuny, Bexsamin, Walsall Wood, Staffa Walsall Te 
June 24 Ord June 26 ; Pet 
Bak«n, Coaures Warren, Kensington High Court 
dluy 14 Ord June 26 








July 4,.1896, 
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Baaves, Grorce Henry, and Atsert Taomas Barnes, 
mpg Debra et Chandelier Manufacturer Birming. 
ham May 23 Ord Sine 26 

Besnyuax, Joseru, West.Cowes, I of W, Fruiterer New- 

“gr Pet Juna 25* Ord June 25 

Brxs, Henry Humpsreys, Durham, Photographer Stock- 

-tonon Tees Pet June2i Ord June 24 

Bort, AgTHuR, Pontypool, Mon, Grocer Newport Pet 
June 25 Ord June 27 : 

Cianxsos, Gzorer, Gateshead, Butcher Newcastle upon 
Tyne Pet June9 Ord June 23 

Curr, Tuomas Freperaick, Short Heath, nr Wolverhamp- 
ton. “y Merchant Birmingham Pet June 10 Ord 
June 2 

Qwrressuck, Tuomas Revsen, Hereford, Hotel Keeper 
Hereford Pet. June25 Ord June 25 

Committ, Witt1am, Handsworth, Confectioner 
bam 


Birming- 
Pet June 22 Ord June 26 

CzowTuer, Joun, Halifax, Stone Merchant Halifax Pet 
June 27 Ord June 27 

Davies, Witt1am Tuomas, Newport, Mon, Grocer Newport 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Davis, Witt1am A.sion, and James Henry Cvok, Bristol, 
Decorators Bristol Pet June15 Ord June 26 

De Savites, A G, Edgbaston, Commercial Traveller Bir- 
mingham Pet June8 Ord June 26 

Exoze, Witt1Am Grorce, Cambridge, Provision Merchant 
Cambridge Pet June18 Ord June 26 

Buuison, Ricuarn, Leeds Leeds Pet June24 Ord June 


Evays, Joun Tuomas Danret, Rhyl, Flintshire, Auctioneer 
Bangor Pet April 22 Ord June 26 

Fisuen, Witt1am, Rochdale, Wholesale Butcher Rochdale 
Pet June6 Ord June 27 

Fox, Joun Gattimore, Lambeth, Music Agent High Court 
Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Faseman, Tuomas, West Bromwich, Baker and Grocer 
West Bromwich Pet June 23 Ord June 26 

Gu, Francis, Bury St Edmunds, Tobacconist Bury St 
Edmunds Pet June24 Ord June 24 

Gazenwoop, Henry, Bradford, Yorks, 
Bradford Pet June3 Ord June 26 

Haxeisoy, James Wuire, Fhilpot lane High Court Pet 
March 13 Ord June 27 

Hanvey, Cuaries, Northwood, I W, Farmer Newport Pet 
June 20 Ord June 26 

Hawkins, Wini1am, Abchurch lane, Wine Merchant High 
Court Pet May 19 Ord June 25 

Hut, James, Plymouth, Fish Merchant Plymouth Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 


Cigar Merchant 


Hi, Joux Atrreo, Sparkhill, Worcester, Builder Bir- 
mingham Pet June12 Ord June 26 
Howtwoway, W, Bristol, Baker Plymouth Pet May 12 


Ord June 24 

Hunter, Witt1am, Moresby, Cumbrid, Farmer White- 
haven Pet June4 Ord June 26 

Horcninas, Frank Wiviiam, Lianelly, Hotel Proprietor 
Carmarthen Pet June 26 Ord June 27 

Joxzs, Gzorcr, Salford, Lanes, Builder 
Juve ll Ord June 25 

Kemmisu, Josep Eowarp, Gt Winchester st, Provision 
Importer High Court Pet Junell Ord June 26 

Kenton, Acnes, Darlington, Costumier Stockton on Tees 
Pet May 21 Ord June 25 

Laus, Jouy, Muscovy ct, Trinity sq, General Agent High 
Court Pet Junei Ord June 20 

Leeks, ALFrep Josepn, Diss, Norfolk, General Warehouse- 
man Ipswich Pet June25 Ord June 25 

MoCrairn, Georag, Sussex pl, Leadenhall st, Wholesale 
Grocers High Court Pet May2 Ord June 29 

Mipotesroox, Witz, Morley, Yorks, Innkeeper Dews- 
bury Pet June 25 Ord June 26 

Morcan, Witi1am, Liansadwrn, Carmarthen, Farmer 
Carmarthen Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Moyz, Frevericx Gorriirs, Wandsworth, Baker Wands- 
worth Pet Junei8 Ord June 27 


Panxixsox, Geonce Ernest, Teddington, Financial Agent 
High Court Pet May16 Ord June 25 

Paatixcton, Isaac, Lostock, nr Bolton, Farm Labourer 
Bolton Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Payxz, Henry, Leicester, Fruit Merchant Leicester Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 

Parraipce, Jesse, St George, Glos, Market Gardener 
Bristol Pet June 25 Ord June 26 

Pvcu, Waurer, Bedminster, Bristol, Butcher Bristol Pet 
June 18 Ord June 26 

Rorpey, P D, domiciled in England High Court Pet 
April 20 Ord June 25 

Sura, Rosert Bannan, Friday st, Trimming Warehouse- 
man High Court Pet June 24 Ord June 25 

Szarina, Samsoy, Piccadilly High Court Pet March 12 
Ord June 25 

Tabor, Josian, Oxford, Carman Reading Pet June 25 


Salford Pet 


rd June 25 
Tarrersat, Berry, Gt Harwood, Milliner Blackburn 
Pet June 27 Ord June 27 


Pet June 27 Ord 


e 

Tavton, Freperic Hint, West Hartlepool, Shipbroker 
Sunderland Pet June3 Ord June 25 

4YLOR, Josep Henry, and Faro Tayior, Lockwood, 
Huddersfield, Wheelwrights Huddersfield Pet June 


2% Ord June 25 
Thomas, Gwitya Bowen, Cardiff, Draper Cardiff Pet 
June 27 Ord June 2t 
Frey, Watuace Linpsay, Bembridga, I of W, Grocer 
Newport Pet May29 Ord June 24 
Vexanius, Grorer, Portsea, Hants, Chemist Portsmouth 


W PetJune24 Ord June 24 
4LavRN, Joun Horyer, Butcher Pet June 


Wo. =e June 25 
LY, Maunice, Newpor' we 
“ae : noe Fe ad Mon, Jeweller Newport Pet 
ALL, Goran, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Rope Mer- 
watt Salford Pet May 22 Ord June 25 Wa 
Ment, Mary, L 
minster Pet 


AYLoR, Atrrep, Preston Preston 
‘une 27 


Worcester 





CLASS 


dbury North, Salop, Shopkeeper Leo: 
une 10 Ord une $4 ery 


Waricat, Caartes, and Wittiam Waricar 
Bucks, China Dealers Aylesbury Pet June 11 Ord 
une 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 7.—Messrs. Ossorn & Mercer, at the Mart, at 2, 
Freehold Residential Property known as the Higham 
Estate (in the Lake District), near Keswick (see 
advertisement, May 30, p. 5). 

July 7.—Messrs. Watton & Lee, at the Mart, at 2, the 
Residential and Sporting Domain of KE - ! Park with 
Wychwood Forest, in the County of Oxford. which 
has many historical associations attached to it ; the Resi- 

* dential Sporting and Manorial Estate known as Sherfield 
Manor, n+ar Basingstoke and Reading ; three hundred and 
thirty-eight acres of Freehold Land on the banks of the 
Thames at Streatley ; and also Parsonage and Farm 
of about 342 acres, about two miles from Goring (see 
advertisements, May 30, pp. 8 & 9). 

July 7.—Messrs. Beapet, Woop, & Co., at the Mart, at 2, 
the Residential and Sporting Estate, with Mansion known 
as Cavenham Hall, near Higham, Mildenhall, Bury St. 
Edmunds, and Newmarket (see advertisement, June 13, 


. 5). 

Suy 7.—Messrs. Driver & Co, at the Mart, at 2, the Free- 

hold Residential Property known as the Hawley Estate, 

near Farnborough, Hants (see advertisement, June 20, 
4). 


p. 

July 8.—Messrs. Eowin Fox & Bousrte.p, at the Mart, at 
2, Freehold Ground Rents secured upon property at 
Stockwell; and Improved Leasehold Rental of £85 
ari-ing from property at Covent Garden (see advertise- 
ment, June 27, p. 3). 

July 10.—Mr. Newsow, at the Mart, at 2, the Manors of 
Great Ashfield and Wetherden Hall, and part of the 
Tithe Rent-charge of Great Ashfield (see advertisem ent, 
June 27, p. 3). 








All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where dijiculty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested thut 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. SoLiorrors’ JOURNAL, 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volumes bound 
at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 
5s 6d. 
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YORK. 


Public Boarding School of over 100 Boys. Healthy 
situation at foot of Yorkshire Wolds. Rich Foundation. 
Moderate fees. ae dali . ee gH 
workshops. Large fields. Strong staff 

pe ae fra pF Vlosble Scholarships tenable the 
School and University. 


at 

Advantages (out of private 

fam a dispoal of Head aster for sons , Medical 

and Legal Men. Eight Entrance Scholarships to be com- 

soe for early in August.—Apply to Heap Master for 
ustrated School Calendar. 





THE BURLINGTON CLASSES. 


LAW EXAMINATIONS 


BAR, SOLICITORS, UNIVERSITIES). 
Principal 4 J. CHARLESTON, B.A. (Law Honours 
Oxon and London 


Tutors: A Numper or Hicu-crass Hovovrs GrapuaTes, 
BagrisTeRs, AND SPEecrALisTs. 
in small and 
Individua! attention throughout. 
Private Tuition in any branch. 
Address: Tut Paincipat, Burtineton CLasses, 
27, Cuancery-Lanr, W.C. 


AW.—Junior Clerk (20) Requires Situa- 
tion in Barrister’s or Solicitor’s Office where he could 
icipate in Law Court Practice and other Miscellaneous 
ork; West End district preferred; knowleige of Pit- 
man’s Shorthand; experience, 4 years; wages. 25s. —E. 
care of Mr. Rowe, Fins! House, Slomfield-street, E.C. 


ANTED, by Young Solicitor with four 
years’ practical experience as ing Clerk in 
London Office, Clerkship or Working Partnership in 
London or country.—Lex, “ Solicitors’ Journal,” 27, Chan- 
cery-lane, London. 


1, Geter CLERES, ASSISTANTS, 
requiring Higher Wages or Change wri A 











best attention ; private.—W. Rustoy, 
Leeds, Advertisement Examiner. 


OME Wanted for Two Young Ladies 

0 ant 2. Se ters of deceased Solicitor, with 

income. — Write full particulars to Guarpiay, Box 2, 
General Post Office. Lei 'e 


MONEY. — £3,800, £1,000, and other 
smaller sums to be Advanced on Freehold Securities ; 
suitable for Trust Funds; interest 3} to 4 per cent.— 
Address, E. W. Pouttney, Solicitor, Ulverston. 











high st of cultivation, tennis lawn, - 

trees, &c ; frontage 115ft., depth over 200ft. ; 

over and paid for ; rent only £14 10s. per annum; a chance 
seldom to be obtained ; at once.—. y to 


be seen 
8. Luck, care of Bates, Hendy, & Co.. 37, Walbrook, E.C. 


J, REEHOLD MORTGAGE  INVEST- 

. MENTS on House Property required ‘ya £11,500 

in all; must be suitable for trastees.—T. C. H., care of 
-street, B.C. 








OOD LIGHT OFFICES to Let on First 
Floor of 22, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, 
W.C.; windows facing the street; suitable for barrister, 
solicitor, or accountant.—Apply, Paris & Leen, on the 
ground floor. eh tas Se eae 
RIENT COMPANY’S PLEASURE 
Conaens ty the 8! ips ‘* LUSITANIA,” 3,877 
tons segieten, “ GARO ” 3,876 tons register, 
leaving as under :— 
For the NORWAY FIORDS, 

For NORWAY FIORDS’ VADS0 (lor Solar Eclipse) 
‘or > 
and SPITZBERGEN, 

22nd Juny, for 27 da 





the horizon at Midnigh' 
For COPENHAGEN, STOCK @0LM, 8T. PETERSBURG, 
KIEL, the BALTIC CANAL, &c. 
25th Aveust, for 28 


— ys. 
| At the most Northerly point of this Cruise the Sun will be 
above ight. 


String electric t, cuisine. 
Managers: F. Green & Co. ; Anderson, & Co. 
‘ Head eee © ee 
aeemmn Indies or to the West-end Branch Oifice, 16, Cock- 
spur-street, London 8.W. 





EDE AND SOF, 


rope «= fei MAKERS. 


BY SPROLAL APPOINTMENT 
To Her esty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Tak. Gaaenal tation, Oe, 


ROBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNSRL AND BARRISTERS. 


and Go for Registrars, To 
wns wn 
erks, and Olerke of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


Law W: 








' 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 






THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


July 4, 1896. 








PROBATE VALUATIONS 
JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &c. 





SPINK & SON, Gotpsmrrus ann Sriversmtrus, 17 awn 18, Procapmity, W., and at 1 anp 2, 


» © Lo , E.C., be to announce that Shey ot AOUURATELS 
GRACECHURCH-sTREET, CoRNHILL, LonDON g respectfully — 


appraisg the above for the Lecat Prorgssion ‘or PuRCHASE the same for 
2 


lished 177: 


Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.8.H. Prince Louis Battenberg, K.C.R. 





C. H. GRIFFITHS & SONS. 


The £5 5s, 
LEGAL NEST 


SHOULD BE USED BY gee, —— 
ACCOUNTANTS, 
It is the most a = ae yet offered to the | 
Consists of four superior taponate Deed Boxes, with fall- 


down fronts, and four compartments in each. Secured hy 
Hobbs’ Patent or other Locks. Size, 20in. by 13in. by 14in. 





falb-toont dood boxe 
lead box, 16mm. by 

Cc. H. GRIFFITHS & SONS, 
___ 43, CANNON STREET, E.C. (Only Address.} 














SHER, 188, Strand. 


INSUBANOR OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 


LAW COURTS [RTS BRANCH: 


N 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
SUM INSURED in 1895, £390,776,000. 


| LONDON GAZETTE ofl yl 4 authori! 
LONDON guts) 
—— 117, CHANCERY 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
to direct ws! attention of the fession 





and 


to the yeh, of his experience of upwards of 
fifty Tad becky lide ion of all Bt notices, 
os. ‘ip solicits heir continued support.—N.B. 


orms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dis- 
er of Partnership, with necessary Declaratien. 

cial stamps for edvertionnents and file of “ London 
Gazette” kept. By appointment. 


BRAND & CO’S” 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, dc. 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of all Chemists and Grecers. 








BRAND & %. MAYFAIR, W., & tt WORKS, 
VAUXHALL, "LONDON, 8.W. 





LONSDALE PRINTING WORKS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 





ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS, 
And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing—large or small. 





Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAI. Newspaper. 


Authors advised with as to Printing and Publishing. 
Estimates and all information furnished. 
Contracts entered into. 


GOLD PEN, 
WITH DIAMOND POINT, 


Anti-corrosive- -Flexible—Durable—Adapting itself 
to any Handwriting. 
Price 6d. each; post-free, 


With White Metal Pocket Holder, complete > 

Or, with Mordan’s Best Silver Pocket Holders— 
Fiuted Pattern, complete ae es inp - 65a. 64. 
Engine-turned Pattern, complete... oa . 6a, 64, 
Fluted Pattern, Telescopic 


Other patterns in great variety. 


ALEXANDER & _SHEPHEARD, ' ost 


27, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





7d. 


a OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYM PLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
R, WELSH AITE, 
Medical Superintendent, 
INEBRIETY, THE MORPHIA HABIT, AND THE 
ABUSE OF DRUGS. 





ESTABLISHED 1864 


For ek Oar yp and Cure of Ladies of the Upper and 
le Classes suff > the above. 
successful St pemmiaes Consultin : Sir BENJ. 
WaRD ea M.D., F.R.C. OP. Medical Attend. 
ant: Dr. J. 8T.T. CLARKE, Leicester.—For terms, ée, 
apply, Mrs. THEOBALD, Principal, Tower House, Leicester, 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 

8ST, MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 

For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. 
2} to 4 Guineas. 








Terms, 


Apply to Medical Superintendent, 
F. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.R.C.S. (Eng,) 


‘ADVANCES ON MORTGAGE AT FIVE PER 
CENT. INTEREST. 


T= BIRKBECK BUILDING SOCIETY 
de poupeeed © ae vances on approved FR 
HOLD an eo HOUSES ot = 
on LICENSED 8, repayable in one sum or by 
any aie: Githoat notice. — Apply = Ra 
Ravenscrort, Manager, Birkbeck Bank, Bo 
buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W. 








ESTABLISHED 1851. 


BIRKBECK BANE 
Southampton-buildings, Chancery. 


UNTS, on the 
minimum month] balances, when ca drawn below £100, 
STOCKS and 8 purchased and sold. 





SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 
For the encouragement of Thrift the Bank receives small 
— er and allows Interest monthly on each 
completed £1 





BIRKBECK BUILDING SOCIETY. 
HOW hy PURCHASE A b ateeaes 
TWO GUINEAS PER MONT 

BIRKBECK *FREEHC:D LAND. " SOCIETY. 

HOW TO PURCHASE A PLOT OF LAND 
- FOR tT re agl- y 9 

e 
post free. FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, nF, Manager.” 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 


8Y aUTHOBITY. 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
a shortest notice. 





gat? BOOED end ORNS bays fe cet fe 
“MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 


prada Re A gS 


SEI doen anf Sra "Wo Barge eo 
Solicitors’ Account Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT FLINT & 60,, 


Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, TLEET-STREET. LONDON, E.O. (corner 
of Serjeants’ -inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


, HIBITION.— 
yf 4D4MB TUSSAUD’S EX pnt 





L Open at 9 a.m. during the Summer 

Ww k Station. 

| mee 2 Se oe all we Ms ots 

K Spain, ot c. obly 

Doabingaeems’ icitens ¢ Dresses, Superb 
any Costly Rel Grand pg ee tful 

. New , solos, &c. Special 
rn rf PB et neleon. Every convenience and 
‘ort. 





ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 
—JABEZ SPENCER Bale 





Baker-street Station. 
FOUR. ats ao —— Open at 
—_ a 


aire aa adntasion, 18 


‘Mates Some 64 MAD. 


A PRIVATE HOME, 






| July | 


—_—_— 


THE 


18, 


Every desc 
The Policie 
most 
Liabili 
Profits 


In 


LONDON 





Suitable 
THE L 


LEGA! 


peer ae 


TOTS 
Th 


The 
The 


RIC. 


